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MRS. ROOSEVELT AND THE PROTESTANT 
And other editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


Mrs. Roosevelt once said about this journal: “THE PROTESTANT awakens 
those of us who happen to be Protestants to a realization of our responsibilities 
and interests in the world.” This was a pretty good description of at least one 
of our functions. 

When our Fascist enemies spread the false story that we were anti-Catholic, 
Mrs. Roosevelt stood firm and replied: “THE PROTESTANT has not protested 
against the Catholic Church’s spiritual teaching but many faiths, Catholic, 
Protestant, etc., sometimes become political action groups and that we should 
all try to prevent.” This was true, but it took some courage to say it because 
pressure had begun to accumulate against our magazine. 

This pressure took the form of letters and editorials in the bishop’s news- 
papers, articles in such notorious pro-Fascist journals as The American Mercury, 
planted there and sent out in reprints by The Reader’s Digest, syndicated col- 
umns by men like George Sokolsky, Frederick Woltman and William Henry 
Chamberlin. Even an innocent like Harry Hansen was used as a plant for false- 
hoods written by one Brother Justin, teacher at Manhattan College. His par- 
ticular story was most interesting since it quoted against THE PROTESTANT a 
book which actually had gone out of its way to praise it. This falsehood was 
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picked up by the bishop’s papers and made to appear as the reason for Mrs. 
Roosevelt's repudiation of our work. For that is what she finally brought her- 
self to do. The Woltman story which was reprinted in the Scripps Howard 
press was to the effect that THE’ PROTESTANT has followed the Communist 
Party Line. This too, although palpably false in that THE PROTESTANT came 
out for aid to Britain and its editor was quoted in the New York Times as 
being in favor of war upon the Axis 8 months before Pearl Harbor and at a 
time when pacifism and isolationism were rampant in this country and the 
Communist Party was bewildered and confused by the Nazi Soviet pact. 

Mrs. Roosevelt is a gallant lady, busy and eager to serve the cause of 
democracy. But she is a tragic lady caught in the exigencies of party politics. 
The Democratic party with which she is involved is unfortunately under the 
spell of bondage to the little Vaticans of our great cities. This bondage is based 
upon what is really a bluff, namely that our Catholic vote is deliverable by the 
Catholic bishops. The bluff works. So much so that our first lady has been 
frightened by a few Christian Front mice wearing little tiger skins. They 
scratched their illiterate threats and falsehoods in the newspapers of Bishops 
Molloy and Spellman, who are busy restaking these New York alley-ways for 
that lean cat, Tammany, and whose least sigh echoes in Washington and there- 
fore throughout the world. Eleanor Roosevelt didn’t have to listen to these 
squeaking rodents. But she thought she had to. And so she has without dis- 
claimer permitted her name to be used against us by people who detest her 
name. This is one of the ironies of our time. 


TEXTBOOK COMMISSION HELPS IN BOSTON 


The following letter has come to THE PROTESTANT from the Rev. W. Ellis 
Davies, pastor of the Unitarian Society of Wollaston, Massachusetts. Since 
receiving this letter we have heard that Mr. Davies was a prominent member of 
the group which took such effective action in the face of the serious situation 
confronting Boston. Naturally we were most gratified to learn that our action 
in publicizing our pledge had some part to play in what was achieved. 

“For more than a year the children of Dorchester, Roxbury and Mattapan 
had lived through a veritable terror. Young hoodlums from South Boston 
had been venting their violent hatred of Jews by waylaying little children 
and frightened youths and subjecting them to brutal beatings. The police 
not only were uncooperative in efforts to halt this incipient pogrom, but 
actually safeguarded the young gangsters against apprehension. On at least 
one occasion police arrested and maltreated the young Jewish victims. 
Even the court of law was not immune to complicity, for when two Jewish 
boys were brought to trial, and the evidence clearly showed that the accus- 
ing police officers had beaten and severely injured them (according to a 
Gentile physician’s testimony), the Judge imposed a fine of $10 each on 
the boys, the Jewish victims. This verdict was, of course, an attempt to 
exonerate the brutal policeman. 

“That the anti-Semitic shame of Boston had reached very serious propor- 
tions was quite well known among leading newspapermen and clergymen 
and among almost all the Jewish people of Boston. Valiant Protestant 
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leaders like Bishop Oxnam and Stephen Hole Fritchman were eager to take 
action. So were the publishers of several Boston newspapers. But action 
was blocked. It was blocked by influential Jews. That is the fact. Out of 
deference to the wishes of a small number of powerful but shortsighted 
Jewish leaders the news of anti-Semitic brutality was suppressed. The 
Fascist enemy, unhindered and uninhibited, was encouraged by this civic 
inertness, and his outrages increased. 


“Then a fortunate accident changed the whole situation. Governor Salt- 
onstall, in an irate moment, swore at a PM reporter and turned him out 
of his office. The reporter had come there to discuss with the Governor 
the rising problem of lawlessness, and particularly its anti-Semitic aspects. 
This was news that the Boston papers could hardly fail to print. They 
printed it. The scandal broke. 

“At this critical juncture immensely valuable support came, unasked and 
unanticipated, from the Textbook Commission of THE PROTESTANT. Full- 
page advertisements appeared in the leading newspapers of Boston. Large, 
dramatic headlines with the exhortation “Smash Anti-Semitism!” drew 
attention to the fact that two thousand Protestant ministers had been 
brought into unanimity by the Textbook Commission to Eliminate Anti- 
Semitic Statements from American Textbooks, established by THE PROT- 
ESTANT. This was just the publicity that was needed, and it brought enor- 
mous strength to the hands of those who were leading the fight. For the 
enemy it was a devastating blow. Responsible Jewish leaders took heart 
from the support of Protestant religious leadership; the influential Jews 
who had advocated a hush-hush policy of appeasement lost their influence. 
The authentic voice of Protestantism condemned anti-Semitism. 


“A group of alert Protestant clergymen began to act, as did others, chiefly 
labor union leaders. Courageous sermons on racial prejudice were preached 
in many Boston pulpits, and the papers printed digests of many of these 
sermons. Vigorous pressure was brought to bear upon the Governor. At- 
torney General Biddle was visited. Committees were formed to combat 
anti-Semitism and investigations began. The moribund defeatist theories 
of those who sought to leave the enemy unopposed were put to shame. 
Publicity on the subject became a tidal wave. Condemnations of Fascism 
poured forth from pulpits, platforms, leading articles and editorials. The 
American Legion passed resolutions. Citizens joined with local leaders to 
restore damage done to Jewish graves. A great mass meeting to excoriate 
racial prejudice and uphold the ideals of Democracy took place in Sym- 
phony Hall. The Governor attended that meeting; and later he appointed 
a new Police Commissioner. Attorney General Bushnell set aside the 
decision which had penalized the Jewish victims of anti-Semitic hoodlums. 


“The people of Boston are learning that it is undemocratic, un-American, 
scandalous and wicked to be anti-Semitic. The elemental decency of demo- 
cratic tradition has been saved. | 

“The lesson is that if you ignore overt anti-Semitism you encourage it. If 
you fight it you defeat it. In the city of Boston, which had been one of the 
nation’s chief strongholds of anti-Semitism, a great victory has been won 
by the forces of democracy.” 


i] 
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EXIT B.I.S. 


At the end of last year (1942) we published an article by Heinz Pol describ- 
ing the Bank for International" Settlements at Basle, Switzerland. Mr. Pol 
called this bank “one of the strangest and in many ways most suspect rallying 
centers of influential forces” and said that it ought possibly be called “Bank for 
International Appeasement”. The bank had been founded to fulfill loan func- 
tions incident to the Young Plan for the resuscitation of Germany. The B.IS. 
was a kind of League of Nations of international high finance, officially backed 
by the governments of the following countries: U. S. A., England, Germany, 
France, Italy, Japan, Belgium, Holland, Switzerland, Sweden, Norway, Den- 
mark, Czechoslovakia, Poland, the Free City of Dantzig, Hungary, Rumania, 
Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, Greece, Finland, Latvia, Esthonia, Lithuania, Albania. 

The directors of this bank are names to be conjured with: Montagu Nor- 
man, Baron K. F. von Schroeder, Reichsbank President Funk, Dr. Hermann — 
Schmitz, President of I. G. Farben... and the man whom the Herald Tribune 
called ‘‘the most neutral man in the world’, Thomas H. McKittrick. 

As Mr. Pol pointed out, the war has been unable to interfere with their 
meeting and carrying on business. This business is Axis business. “Indeed”, 
quoting Mr. Pol, ‘the staff operating under President McKittrick is composed 
entirely of Axis men.” In the directors’ report of June, 1942, there are speeches 

by Hitler officials, statistics of German Boards of Commerce, articles from Nazi 
papers and magazines. Mr. Pol’s article raised certain serious questions with 
regard to this bank, questions which indicated the possibility that the Bank for 
International Settlements might be used as a bridge between German industry 
and British American industry across which high Nazi officials and supporters 
might avoid being personally involved in the destruction of Germany. 

It is gratifying to note that this German-controlled bank will play no part 
in financial arrangements now being set up by the United Nations for post-war 
rehabilitation. On November 23 at a press conference in Washington, Mr. 
Harry White, Secretary Morgenthau’s monetary adviser, in reply to a question 
as to what he thought of using the Bank for International Settlements for the 
purposes under consideration, replied: ““B.I.S. has no significance in connection 
with our plans. It is German-controlled. She (Germany) is being very nice and 
hopes to use it to get back into financial power. There’s an American president 
doing business with the Germans while our American boys are fighting 
Germans.” 

It would be interesting to know whether and when Washington is going to 
investigate Mr. Thomas H. McKittrick. ; 


* * * 


Mr. Joseph Brainin’s article on the American Jewish Committee scheduled 
for this issue will appear in the January, 1944 number of THE PROTESTANT. 
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STANDARD OIL AND LEBANON 


By XXX 


HE Lebanon crisis once again 

throws the spotlight on the Middle 
East, traditional crossroads of empire, 
one of the main prizes fought for by 
the warring powers in World War I 
and again a decisive battlefield for im- 
perial control in World War II. 

Its strategic position controlling the 
land routes to the Far East, the junc- 
tion of Europe, Africa, and Asia, and 
its wealth in oil makes the Middle East 
an indispensable key to world power 
and inevitably one of the chief stakes 
in present world politics. 

Prior to 1914 all the imperial 
powers—Britain, France, Russia, Ger- 
many, and Italy—controlled spheres of 
influence in the region, then contained 
within the Ottoman Empire. The 
peace settlement gave Britain over- 
whelming supremacy, with mandates 
over Iraq and Palestine, behind-the- 
scenes control of the nominally inde- 
pendent kingdom of Arabia, added to 
its already secure position in Egypt, 
Cyprus, the Suez Canal and the Red 
Sea. France, coveting the oil fields of 
Mosul in Iraq, came out a poor second, 
obtaining only the mandate over Syria 
and Lebanon, and even that against 
Britain’s will. 

The history of the Middle East in 
the uneasy peace between two wars is 
largely the history of British colonial 
policy—featured by intensive trade 
penetration, expansion of interests, 
suppression of continual revolts and 
uprisings. Challenges to British su- 
premacy were, however, in the making. 

The new Soviet government in Mos- 
cow had renounced the imperial claims 
and ambitions of the Tsars but the 
ideas of liberation generated by the 
Russian Revolution soon became a 
potent factor in the Middle East. 


The German Drang Nach Osten, 
halted and pushed back by defeat in 
1918, was set in motion again by Hit- 
ler in the early thirties. It marched the 
more easily on the bitter enmity of the 
colonial peoples toward the World 
War victors whose winner-take-all 
policy had by this time been stripped 
of the genteel clothing of the 14 
Points. 

Climax of the German threat, pre- 
pared carefully for years, came when 
Rommel’s armies stood at the gates of 
Alexandria. The threat was defeated 
but the colonial peoples of the Middle 
East can scarcely have missed the ob- 
vious fact that the decisive blow in that 
defeat was struck, not by the British, 
but by the Red Army. 

During the present war three new 
factors are determining the struggle 
for power in the Middle East: 

1. Britain’s imperial position, despite 
the brave boasts of Mr. Churchill, 
has been measurably weakened by 
the war and its moral prestige 
shaken not only by the determina- 
tion of the British ruling class to 
hold on to every bit of that power 
but also by the moral and military 
victories of the Red Armies. 

2. The U. S., the most powerful in- 
dustrial nation in the world, has 
acquired an important foothold in 
the Middle East. The British 
ruling class is already aware that 
American industry, probably aided 
by the American government, will 
drive to expand that foothold. 

3. The collapse of France in 1940 en- 
tailed the breakup of the French 
Empire, an event offering Britain, 
as well as other powers, the oppor- 
tunity of enriching itself at the ex-. 
pense of the onetime ally. 
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Most important of the three new 
factors is the entrance of the U. S. on 
the Middle Eastern scene. 

Already the cry has been raiséd in 
the U. S. that America is being out- 
witted by the British in the Middle 
East, that America must have its share 
of the oil of Iran, that America must 
secure strategic bases throughout the 
area. At the present time the demand 
is largely phrased in terms of present 
war needs. But the post-war objec- 
tives are ill-concealed in these phrases. 

That more is behind these phrases 
than concern for prosecution of the 
war can be seen in current conversa- 
tions in Cairo between representatives 
of Egyptian big business and of Ameri- 
can commercial airlines for the open- 
ing of a direct commercial air route 
from New York to Cairo via the 
Azores. A dispatch from Cairo to the 
New York Times, November 5, stated 
that Egyptian big business regards the 
direct air link with the U. S. as only 
the beginning of what is to come after 
the war. The report adds: “There is 
no doubt that Cairo will become a 
chief link in the world network of 
communications. The development of 
Payne Field for the U. S. Army Air 
Force provides Cairo with one more 
modern facility for handling vast post- 
war commercial traffic from Britain 
and America to the Middle East and 
India.” 

Commercial routes between the 
U. S. and Cairo make sense only if 
there is considerable interest in the vast 
regions behind Cairo. These regions 
will provide not only an export market 
for American goods but also an import 
valuable to-the U. $.—oil. 

Raymond Clapper, columnist for the 
Scripps Howard papers, has stated this 
clearly. In a recent column, Clapper 
maintained that the U. S. is running 
out of oil, not now or tomorrow, “but 
perhaps in thirty years or so, perhaps 
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in the lifetime of the younger genera- . 
tion.” We have, he said, ten per cent 
of the world’s oil and we are supplying 
70 per cent of the world’s production. 
“No diagram is needed to show where 
that leads,” he added. He went on to 
say: 

“Our oil people have been more far- 
sighted than our government has been. 
They were lured by the search for 
profits and it has carried them far out 
into the world where we as a govern- 
ment would never have ventured to 
look for even such an essential resource 
as oil. Whether we have oil or not 
means the difference between our be- 
ing a first-class power or a third-class 
power, but nothing has been done ex- 
cept what the pursuit of private profit 
has stimulated. American companies 
have enormous holdings in the Middle 
East. We have a quarter share in Iraq 
oil. We have a half share in Kuwait, 
all of Bahrein oil and all of Saudi 
Arabia, which is a concession of 244, 
000 square miles leased by Standard 
Oil of California and Texas Company 
jointly.” 

Clapper pointed out that “there is 
more American-controlled oil in the 
Middle East than we have in the 
ground in the United States but the 
trouble is that it is privately owned 
oil.” 

“We have usually taken the atti- 
tude,” he added, ‘‘that if private Amer- 
ican capital was involved, the opera- 
tion was just a bit sinister and certainly 
nothing that should be the concern of 
the American government—and never 
would we be sending marines out to 
protect Standard Oil.” 

But, he emphasized, oil “is an essen- 
tial national resource and our national 
interest is deeply involved.” The impli- 
cation of Clapper’s remarks is that the 
U. S. must get into the oil business: 
overseas before it is too late. 

These remarks in a leading Ameri- 
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can newspaper chain coincided with 
the visit to the U. S. of the two sons of 
King Ibn Saud of Arabia. The two 
princes, Faisal and Emir Khalid, came 
to the U. S. in October at the invita- 
tion of the State Department and 
simultaneously as private guests of the 
Standard Oil Company. The princes 
as well as the State Department denied 
that their visit had anything to do with 
the interests of Standard Oil in Saudi 
Arabia but even papers like the New 
York Times, and the New York Her- 
ald Tribune failed to take the denial 
seriously, both pointing out that the 
motive of the princes’ visit to the U. S. 
was the oil in Saudi Arabia and 
nothing else. 

About ten years ago Standard Oil 
acquired the concessions to the then 
newly discovered oil deposits in Saudi 
Arabia. To exploit the concessions 
Standard founded the Californian 
Arabian Standard Oil Company. 
Another co-owner is the Texas Com- 
pany which since 1936 has been under 
the domination of Standard. 

Up until Pearl Harbor the technical 
development of the Arabian conces- 
sions was largely neglected since Stand- 
ard regarded Arabian oil as something 
to be exploited in the future when the 
time was ripe. After Pearl Harbor that 
time arrived, economically as well as 
politically. 

The military situation of the Allies 
throughout 1941 and most of 1942 re- 
quired that Britain and America treat 
gently King Ibn Saud, whom they 
rightly regarded as one of the most 
important Moslems alive today. Ibn 
Saud’s life aspiration is to become the 
leader of as many Arabian states in the 
Middle East as possible. A clever dip- 
lomat he has, since the outbreak of 
war, pushed his program for a Pan 
Arabian independent state. Ibn Saud 
is at the same time as astute a business- 
man as the smoothest operators on 
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Wall Street. He receives a consider- 
able percentage from the oil conces- _ 
sions, but he will get millions more if 
the concessions are technically devel- 
oped to yield more oil. 


Therefore, Ibn Saud offered Stand- 
ard a deal promising a greater friend- 
liness to the Allies if the United States 
would develop the oil concessions. 
Such an offer obviously held advan- 
tages to the Allied war effort, which 
could not be overlooked. What hap- 
pened after that offer is reported in 
Newsweek, November 11: 


“Last spring, Brig. Gen. J. Patrick - 
Hurley, as President Roosevelt’s repre- 
sentative, went to see this Arabian 
strong man. On his return home, action 
came fast. The Petroleum Reserves 
Corp. was established by Jesse H. 
Jones. Through various convolutions 
this government corporation came un- 
der the control of a board of directors 
consisting of Harold L. Ickes, presi- 
dent; the Secretaries of State, War and 
Navy, and Leo T. Crowley as chief of 
the Foreign Economic Administration, 
E. De-Golyer, Assistant Deputy Petrol- 
eum Administrator for War, resigned 
that job to become consultant to the 
PRC. 

“From the start, policies and opera- 
tions of the PRC were wrapped in 
secrecy about as thick as that envelop- 
ing the Joint Chiefs of Staff. But the 
general purpose of the organization is 
to assist in the acquisition and develop- 
ment of oilfields outside the United 
States. . . 

“On Oct. 5, at his press conference, 
President Roosevelt said it was desir- 
able to expand production and refining 
capacity in the Middle East.” 

Shortly after the President’s declara- 
tion, the two Arabian princes arrived 
in Washington. Soon after their ar- 
rival the PRC announced that a mis- 
sion was being sent to the Middle East 
to explore the oil situation. 
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Thus Middle Eastern oil is not a 
_ private affair of Standard Oil’s but a 
concern of the government and, one 
that inevitably involves plans for post- 
war infiltration of American interests 
in the region. The principal backers of 
the oil deal and consequently of a pol- 
icy of friendship towards Saudi Arabia 
are Messrs. Wallace Murray and A. A. 
Berle of the State Department. 


Up to the present time, apparently, 
no accord has been reached between 
Standard and the government as to 
who should finance the development. 
Reliable sources estimate that roughly 
$120,000,000 will be needed for the 
building of pipe lines, roads, drilling, 
refineries and housing. A hitch seems 
to have developed in the deal owing to 
the public criticism raised against a 
similar government excursion into 
partnership with Canadian American 
oil companies in the Canol project. 
However, Newsweek, November 15, 
reports that the American mission to 
survey the Saudi Arabian fields is pro- 
ceeding and “high government officials 
say that a development program will 
be worked out later.” 

The project, however, may well en- 
counter the opposition of the British. 
The Arabian princes went directly 
from Washington to London to confer 
with British authorities. The British 
colonial office has been paying Ibn 
Saud for 20 years to keep him in the 
British line-up and can hardly view 
with favor a deal by which the astute 
King will sell Standard Oil and the 
U.S. the rights for imperialist develop- 
ment of an important part of the Mid- 
dle East. 

U. S. interest in the Middle East is 
not focused solely on Saudi Arabia. In 
the past two years the Americans have 
moved into southern Iran where in or- 
der to expedite lend-lease to the Soviet 
Union, American engineers have been 
developing harbors, building highways 
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and railways, etc. American authori- 
ties have taken over nearly all the ac- 
tivities of the Iran government—ex- 
cept education. Iran oil now goes al- 
most exclusively to Britain and Rus- 
sia. The travelling Senators who de- 
manded that the U. S. get a share of 
that oil were merely voicing the im- 
perialist objectives of a section of 
American big business. 

The new and intense activity of the 
American government and American 
business interests in the Middle East 
threatens Britain’s 20 year supremacy 
in that area. The British realize that 
whereas the activity of the American 
government may be dictated by the 
necessities of war, American capital 
will insist that the American invest- 
ment in the Middle East be exploited. 

In this war, the enemy, Germany, 
has no colonies for the victors to take 
over. The Italian Empire which Mr. 
Churchilk has announced will not re- 
vert to Italy will hardly suffice to rein- 
force Britain’s imperial position 
against an expanding U. S. imperial- 
ism. 

The British therefore are intent on 
eliminating the third competitor in the 
Middle East, France, and in securing 
control of the French possessions 
there, a control it was unable to secure 
after the last war. 

This is a factor behind the Lebanon 
crisis. A full month before that crisis 
broke out a dispatch from Cairo ap- 
peared in the New York Herald 
Tribune which in view of later de- 
velopments is of some interest. This 
dispatch, passed by the British censor- 
ship in Cairo, stated that Lebanon and 
Syria offered the United Nations the 
Opportunity to put the principles of the 
Atlantic Charter in practice before the 
end of the war. Inasmuch as neither 
Britain nor the U. S. accord the French 
Committee in Algiers a sovereign 
status itself, the suggestion that the 
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Committee should confer this status on 
Syria and Lebanon seems rather cu- 
rious. There is no reason to doubt that 
the Fourth French Republic will put 
into effect promises of independence 
for these countries made by previous 
French governments. Certainly the Le- 
banese and Syrians have greater 
grounds for such hopes than do the 
Indians. 

The Lebanese action at this time was 
certainly encouraged by the scarcely 
veiled hostility between the British and 
the French administrators in Lebanon. 

According to an Associated Press 
dispatch of Nov. 24, “the French Com- 
mittee of National Liberation has 
capitulated entirely to British demands 
for a solution of the Lebanon indepen- 
dence crisis.’” Premier Solh of Lebanon 
has been restored to office. 

The Premier, who, thanks to the 
intervention of London and Wash- 
ington, is now again in office is the 
Moseley of the Middle East, one of the 
most outspoken and avowed Fascists of 
the Arab world. He founded the Le- 
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banon Storm Troop organization, sup- 
plied with arms by Rome and Berlin. 
When shortly before the outbreak of 
war he visited Paris to blackmail the 
Popular Front government, he pro- 
claimed cynically that he was a great 
admirer and friend of Mussolini and 
Hitler. 

It is also a relevant fact that the 
French governor under whom the 
trouble started in Lebanon is a Vichy 
man. The British have not welcomed 
De Gaulle’s efforts to purge his admin- 
istration of Vichy men. The French 
governor was in effect repudiated by 
the French Committee when General 
Catroux was sent to Beirut. The key to 
the British position in the Lebanon 
crisis is the desire to get control of the 
French possessions. This position has 
been supported by the State Depart- 
ment. The U. S. has its own aims of 
acquiring spheres of influence in 
French possessions in Africa. 

There can be no solution to the 
problems of the Middle East so long as 
imperialism is rampant in the world. 


If a religion takes on the form of Fascism, and is governed by totalitarian 


principles, it must expect to be subjected to the same criticism which is being 
levelled at governments which aim to destroy individual liberty. The supreme 
purpose of religion is to liberate the human spirit from every form of bondage 
by bringing mankind into voluntary conformity to God’s will. Protestantism 
must be militant to preserve the fruitage of the REFORMATION SPIRIT 
which has produced intellectually and spiritually what Democracy has wrought 
politically. We must guard ourselves against the crushing of either. Bad as the 
temporary excesses of new-found freedom are, they cannot compare with the 
evils of political or ecclesiastical tyranny. By the exponents of totalitarian sys- 
tems COMMUNISM and LIBERALISM are being equally denounced. The 
denunciation has for its avowed purpose the restoration of the juridical func- 
tioning of Church over State, a system which can result in nothing but strife, 
bloodshed and war because it is opposed in nature to the God-imparted urge to 
FREEDOM OF Bopy AND Spirit of which the human race has been in- 
creasingly conscious since the dawn of reason. Protestantism’s mission is still to 
PRESERVE HUMAN LIBERTY. 


FRANCE IS EUROPE'S KEY 
By PAUL PHELPS MORAND 


‘NAL ASae aata diplomats treat 
France as if she were a corpse 
and most of the press treat her as if 
she were dishonored. There is a shock- 
ing difference between the way Wash- 
ington treats France and the way it 
treats Holland or Poland. We must 
seek the cause of this, so that Ameri- 
can public opinion may know if there 
appear to be any just, intelligent or 
practical reasons for it, or if the diplo- 
mats are going to act as has often hap- 
pened in other countries, without tak- 
ing account of public opinion at all 
and perhaps even against the interests 
of the majority of its citizens. 

First, what have these gentlemen in 
mind? It is useless of course to ask 
them. They will answer with big 
empty words to which their actions do 
not correspond. But their actions are 
already by way of being an answer. A 
kind of theocracy by a bloody dictator- 
ship as in Spain seems normally to 
emerge from each decision they take. 
It also appears (see the Story of 
Georgetown University in the October 
PROTESTANT) that the United States 
Army’s Special Training Program in- 
cludes courses and professors recom- 
mending a revival of the Holy Roman 
Empire as a proper settlement of 
Europe and the only solution to the 
German problem. That clerical empire 
of the dark ages included Germany, 
all of Central Europe, parts of Italy 
and Spain, and was for centuries the 
only economic and political power in 
Europe. A great recommendation for 
its revival, according to its present-day 
advocates, would be its exclusion of all 
Slavic influence. Doubtless they are 
not bothered by the fact that their 
plans envisage a direct insult to our 
Russian allies. 


The great advantage of this system 
would be, according to its proponents, 
to have a Europe not merely dom- 
inated by the Vatican—that would 
please them very much of course—but 
unable to disobey the United States 
and to rule its own destinies (because 
it would be too weak and its leaders 
would need American help to main- 
tain themselves in power against the 
people of their own countries—a situ- 
ation which is not without analogy in 
Latin America). The difficulty is that 
it will be necessary to reduce the 
Europeans into a sort of pulp without 
shape and without will, without in- 
dividuality, in a word without human- 
ity. It would be something like the 
kind of Spain Franco wants. 

Spanish resistance seems to these 
gentlemen already to have been brok- 
en, thanks to hundreds of thousands 
of dead and imprisoned. The Italians, 
not too accustomed to liberty, and of a 
character often docile, appeared ready 
to accept Badoglio after Milan had 
been bombarded by our aviation. The 
Yugoslavs are a little more difficult; 
geographically they are in an out-of- 
the-way situation and their culture not 
ready to conquer Europe. The great 
European danger for the idea of a 
Holy Roman Empire rests with the 
French and that is true. As a writer 
says in the New Statesman and Nation 
(of London) August 31, 1943: 

“France is the one country in 

Europe in which there is danger or 

hope of a serious revolution, but to 

think that the United States and 

Great Britain can prevent it by a sys- 

tem of ‘colonization’ is a delusion. 

If they attempt to govern and ad- 

minister France themselves for any 

length of time they will unite France 
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against them and will accelerate and 

intensify the revolutionary processes 

which they fear.” 

These gentlemen are then perfectly 
right. They remember that the French 
Revolution shocked the world with its 
ideas of liberty. That was 150 years 
ago but it is not of the dead past. It is 
of the past whose modern rebirth ter- 
rifled them in 1936 and in the years 
which followed. Is that why when 
Paul Reynaud offered to transport his 
government to Africa if he could get 
aviation, the response was a cold nega- 
tive? Much is talked in this country of 
saving the lives of American soldiers. 
How many French soldiers, by mass 
transportation to Africa, could have 
been saved? 

Another question: Why do some 
people want to picture France as a de- 
generate country, after having pre- 
sented her up to March or April of the 
year of the invasion as having the best 
army in the world and the traditions 
of Verdun? Is it because it would 
have been necessary to admit that there 
were two kinds of French, 100,000 
traitors and 40,000,000 brave men? 
But it couldn’t be said if at the risk of 
insulting the whole nation, one wished 
to remain friendly with the Lavals and 
the Pétains who tortured that nation. 


- Would that explain also why the colos- 


sal Anglo-Saxon armies assembled 
more than a score of miles from the 
French coast postpones from month to 
month and from year to year its in- 
vasion of France? Here we touch on 
a question which I believe has not yet 
been signalized. Let us use our imagi- 
nations a little bit while remaining 
firmly based on the known facts, and 
let us see what would happen on the 
day of invasion. By invasion I do not 
mean another Dieppe, but the arrival 
of an immense army strong enough 
and determined enough not to have to 
go back the next day. From the mili- 
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tary point of view the French under- 
ground knows perfectly that Hitler has 
not the necessary number of divisions 
to make a front on the East against the 
Russians, on the West against the 
Anglo-Saxon armies (for after all the 
men of military age in the United 
States and Great Britain were already 
before the death of innumerable Ger- 
man soldiers almost three times those of 
Germany) and on the front behind the 
invasion coast against guerrillas and 
saboteurs. Besides the success of the 
Yugoslav partisans under Tito proved 
one more time the insufficience of Ger- 
man disposable reserves. There would 
be then in France in each town and 
even in each village a revolutionary ex- 
plosion whose force and determination 
would make the revolution of 1789 ap- 
pear pale in comparison—just as King 
Louis XVI and his courtiers pale be- 
fore the German Nazi chiefs, their in- 
famous gestapo and their damnable 
Vichy accomplices. Does that mean 
that these French revolts would be 
cruel? Nothing indicates it. They 
would only kill some Nazis and trai- 
tors, but they would kill the French 
traitors with perhaps more gusto than 
the Nazis. (Several among them have 
risked their lives lately to kill the 
French mistress of a chief of the Ger- 
man elite guard in Paris; at Thonan a 
supervisor was wounded by a boy on 
a bicycle who was in turn grievously 
wounded by the police, and the State 
Prosecutor Lespinasse, who has been 
active against the underground move- 
ment in the southwest, was assassi- 
nated the other day in the streets of 
Toulouse.) And this holy anger of the 
people would without doubt be very 
much aroused against the theoreticians 
of the New Order like those who 
preach it at the school in Virginia. I 
mean that if Badoglio were French and 
found himself in Paris for an hour of 
this aforementioned day, he would not 
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be living the next day to accept the 
post of dictator. 

What this revolutionary France 
would do if it were free, we» don’t 
need much imagination to guess. In a 
simple formula it would be the Popu- 
lar Front of 1936 amplified, something 
very French, very modern, and con- 
forming sufficiently to justice to be not 
very far in spirit and in practice from 
the teachings of religion. 

As for the chances which some or- 
ganization of the AMG model with 
new initials would have to break this 
movement, I believe that I would not 
wish to be chief of the AMG charged 
with this task. First, the orders given 
by the AMG would be entirely ig- 
nored. It is a French custom to decide 
on their own government without con- 
sulting strangers whether English or 
Chinese. France was adult before 
Christopher Columbus. Next, if AMG 
would use force as the government of 
Washington did in Nicaragua before 
the inauguration of the Good Neigh- 
bor Policy, AMG would perceive that 
it is very weak. Much weaker than 
Hitler. Corsica, which is one of the 
90 French departments, has given us a 
good history lesson on this subject. 
The Gaullists acted without asking the 
advice of homo Americanus just ar- 
rived from another continent. 

As the program of the Popular 
Front is just and practical, as France 
honestly enjoys an immense prestige in 
the Latin countries, its initiation would 
be immediately a dangerous example 
from the point of view of the Vatican 
New Order, dangerous for Belgium, 
Spain, Portugal and Italy. Would it 
be possible for certain Washington 
diplomats to preach war against the 
Popular Front? We do not doubt that 
they would do it, even although they 
might be annoyed by the fact that the 
words and acts of the Popular Front 
would correspond so exactly with the 


Decémber 


words of the Atlantic Charter and all 
of Roosevelt's talks. 

It would be just but it would be no 
less clever on the part of America to 
seek the friendship of France, that is 
to say of the underground and not of 
Laval and of Lemaigre Dubreuil. The 
prodigious incivilities to De Gaulle 
have been taken by the French as ad- 
dressed to France itself. Since De 
Gaulle functions as a national flag, is 
it not time Washington understood 
that the world which will carry France 
to victory has an immense role to play 
and that this role corresponds to what- 
ever is honest, serious or free in Amer- 
ican tradition? It is not well always to 
be afraid of one’s friends. That is the 
best way to help their enemies attack 
them again. France is looked upon by 
many outside her frontiers as the most_ 
cultured of countries. It would be un- 
toward for a country which is as big 
as a continent to be jealous of her; for 
although Paris is indeed an artistic and 
cultural center it is true that half her 
artists and thinkers were born in other 
countries and find themselves intellec- 
tually free there. One should not be 
jealous of France any more than one 
should be jealous of one’s own’ heart 
which beats, any more than George 
Washington should have been jealous 
of Lafayette, or Foch of Pershing, or 
Edison of Pasteur. 

America, to be loved by France, has 
only to be faithful to herself, that is to 
say, to Benjamin Franklin and to Lin- 
coln. The principles which she preach- 
es and which many would wish to see 
her practise have never brought ill to 
any honest man and those who enroll 
themselves against these principles cer- 
tify themselves as bandits. 

President Roosevelt, who has always 
spoken well, will assure himself a bet- 
ter place in history on the day that he 
decides to act in behalf of France as 
Lafayette acted for America. 
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But as I write these lines France suf- 
fers, pleads and bleeds. France looks 
to the West and to the East for the 
knight who will deliver her and permit 
her to take up her life again, her work 
and her mission in the world. Is it not 
strange that today the only words, the 
only friendly and respectful missions, 
come to her from the great country of 
the East which shows, by the example 
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of the Free German Government cre- 
ated at Moscow, that it does not intend 
to impose a puppet government even 
on its enemies ? 

France must live, she needs a friend. 
She is ready to give her heart to the 
one who will save her and will treat 
her fraternally and that one will be 
assured a place in history. Why should 
it not be the United States? 


ROMAN CATHOLICISM, Inc. 


“Certain powerful forces in this country are exerting strong influence upon the state 
department... .” This and similar statements, referring somewhat cryptically to some- 
thing of which many people are aware but refrain from saying openly, do occasionally 
leak out. Their mention goes back fwst to the time when Mussolini set out fully blessed 
to save the Ethiopians by fwe and the sword. Such allegations were heard again when 
the arms’ embargo was biasedly interpreted to avoid sending arms to the Spanish govern- 
ment with which it could have put down the Nazi backed and Moorish executed rebel- 
lion of pious Gen. Francisco Franco. Before the war there were isolationism, anti-British 
propaganda, and much pro-fascism like the Christian Front and the Reverend Coughlin, 
all pointing to the same source of encouragement. Since war itself came upon us we have 
been treated to the most extensive procrastination about opening serious operations in 
Europe while at the same time dealing diplomatically with the lesser fascists of France 
and Italy. What is to blame for the mess in North Africa and the stupid stalemate in 
Italy? We unhesitatingly give the answer to this and to many other problems which are 
greatly trying to democratic action—the Roman Catholic ecclesiastical machine. 

It is in relation to Russia that this influence is hardest at work because the Soviet 
Union is the strongest exponent of socialism and Rome is afraid of socialism for, the 
same reason that the NAM is. The USSR is not a challenge to the religion of Rome but 
to its vast property holdings throughout the world because they actually make up a great 
corporation. And every political move it has made this century has been animated by the 
fear of losing its material position. In the face of this it is no wonder that every social 
change for the betterment of the common man has run into the displeasure of the papal 
machine just as all countries under the domination of these ecclesiastical and associated 
landlords are noted for their conditions of human degradation. Rome seeks to keep her 
position in a country, not by meeting the challenge of the popular anti-clevicalism but by 
trying to influence the powers-that-be and therefore seeing to it that the right sort of 
powers are to be... .We have been prompted to this realization of affairs, not by any bias 
against the Catholic religion, but by the latest condemnation by the Rome hierarchy of 
the Moscow Declarations... . 


From an Editorial in THE WITNESS 
Published by Episcopalian Church Publishing Co. 


THE CHRISTIAN'S COMPLEX 
By PAUL ELDRIDGE 


—Civilization is the elimination of scapegoats. 


T IS futile to seek the root of anti- 

Semitism in politics, economics or 
social prejudices, for the root and blos- 
som of the cancer are in the Christian 
Church. 

Anti-Semitism is not an acquisition 
of maturity, the result of reason and 
judgment. It is the disease of the very 
young into whose brains and hearts the 
Church injects the virus, generation 
after generation. 

So efficacious is it that neither edu- 
cation nor native good-will can ex- 
tirpate it, and honest and intelligent 
Christians struggle their lifelong 
against it, but shamefacedly must ad- 
mit that vile traces persist forever. 

How diabolically shrewd the plant- 
ing and the nurture, made irrevocable 
by their very simplicity and finality! 
“The Jew killed our Lord! The Jew 
killed our Lord! The Jew killed our 
Lord!” endlessly repeated—a hypnotic 
litany of hate which ever after mingles 
with all the gentle rhythms of prayer 
and the sweet hymns of love. 

Why the theatrical indignation? 
How otherwise could the Sublime Des- 
tiny have been fulfilled? Remove the 
crucifixion—and where is Christianity ? 
Remove the death of Jesus, and how 
accomplish the resurrection? Eliminate 
the blood and the agony, and how 
cleanse the sins of the faithful? 

If Christianity is an eternal truth 
and not a mere myth, then the Creator 
of the Drama had certainly chosen 
with infinite care and infinite affection 
all the protagonists. And all were 
Jews—the Hero as well as those pre- 
destined to the role of villains. 

How infantile to scorn and hate 


anyone’s part! How vicious to con- 
tinue the scorn and the hatred for 
twenty centuries! How damnable to 
teach the verdict to minds incapable of 
grasping the meaning of the trial until 
it is too late to overcome the prejudice! 
Is this what Jesus meant when he 
pleaded—‘‘Suffer the little children to 
come unto me?” Was this His purpose 
—hbearing false witness against his 
own people—using a partial truth as a 
wooden handle to raise the boiling ket- 
tle of lies? 

With Machiavelian cynicism the 
Christian Church fashioned the ubiq- 
uitous Scapegoat, and for a long, long 
time he served its cause well. What a 
magnificent screen behind which to 
hide evil! What sanctimonious con- 
solation for injustices perpetrated! 
What an ingenious safety-valve for re- 
bellious notions! 

Yet conscience pricks and truth 
comes out of the mouth, and Christian- 
ity has become a pathological mental 
struggle—a violent complex caused by 
the preaching of love and the practice 
of hate. 

The Christian Church is gravely ill, 
not because) of the perversity of the 
modern youth, but because of the ma- 
lignant cancer of anti-Semitism devour- 
ing its entrails. In the Christian’s 
mind, the Scapegoat has assumed the 
colossal proportions of a Golem, 
haunting him, casting his black, im- 
placable shadow across all his thoughts 
and emotions. The Jew has supplanted 
the Devil of the Middle Ages, and to 
the extent that the Christian world al- 
lows itself to be ruled by it, it acquires 
the Medieval cast of mind, whose 
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dominant note is fear. 
In America the fear of the Jew has 


reached grotesque proportions, pre- 


cisely because this country preaches 
more vociferously than all love, and 
practices more violently hate. The 
roster of fictitious terrors is without 
end—a naive, helpless Red Riding 
Hood of a nation constantly threat- 
ened by the monster fangs of the 
Ogre! And however microscopic the 
Jewish population may be in relation 
to the Christian—the Jew—the Jew is 
everywhere—always! 

What to do? What to do? Put 
hurdles and stumbling blocks in the 
Jew’s path—close doors in his face— 
keep him out of hotels, clubs, homes, 
shops, banks, colleges! Build a ghetto 
—erect ever rising walls—invisible, 
but impossible to scale! 

Still, the Jew is everywhere—al- 
ways! 

The Nazis were logical. The only 
way to get rid of the Jews is to kill 
them all. But there’s the rub! The Jew 
is not only the physical being one can 
insult and beat and murder, he is also 
the Old Testament, and the New Tes- 
tament, and Jesus—and when the Jew 
is slaughtered, all is slaughtered! 

Alas for the Christian who preaches 
love and practices hate! 

Unless the Church removes this com- 
plex, it is doomed, for even as democ- 
racy cannot endure half free and half 
slave, so Christianity cannot exist half 
love and half hate. It may still retain 
its physical life, but it will be only the 
gilded shell of empty formalities. 
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It is not sufficient, as remedy, to 
offer palliatives and opiates—polite 
protests against discriminations; a 
prayer or two for the souls of millions 
murdered; a meeting of rabbis and 
priests and ministers making speeches; 
a pontifical encyclical claiming left- 
handed relationship for the Christians 
in the world of Semites. Planting 
roses in the desert! Stilling dead con- 
sciences! Vain abracadabra! 

Once implanted, anti-Semitism can — 
nevermore be eradicated. And so, if 
the Christian Church desires to survive 
as Christian, it must forever cease in- 
jecting the poison of hate for the Jew 
into the Christian young. It must erase 
from all catechisms and dogmas and 
legends, the lie that the Jew killed the 
Lord. It must explain the full truath— 
that the death of Jesus was the very 
kernel of the Mystery, and therefore 
there was no murder and no murderer! 

Never again shall a child come out 
of any church with violence in his 
heart. Never again shall he hurl 
against his Jewish playmate the false 
shibboleth of a foul conspiracy. Never 
again shall the word “Jew” have any 
other connotation but that of 
“brother”, whose ancestors gave his 
people the Law and the Divinity. 
Moreover, from every pulpit priest 
and minister must proclaim to all the 
world that to malign the Jew is to 
crucify Jesus, and to persecute him an 
unforgivable sin. 

Only thus will the Christian Church 
be resurrected and the Christian soul 
have peace! 


%* * * 


THE HUNDRED ACRES—A PARABLE 


Once upon a time in a European kingdom lived a clamant individual who was quite 
a problem to the government. By and by the government gave him a hundred acres of 
land and said take this and desist. The clamant individual accepted it none too gra- 
ciously. He had no commerce, no industrial organization, no visible means of support. 
But miracle of miracles one of the greatest nations the world has known sent a special 
ambassador to his farm. WHY? Clifton Macon 


DOES JAPAN REALLY CONTROL NORTH CHINA? 


By SU KIN LIN 
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[Pacifist ministers are frequently heard saying that Fascists and tyrants 
of all sorts can never permanently succeed in dominating a people. This is 
undoubtedly a fact, but the hard implications of the fact are seldom men- 
tioned by pacifists who are really not pacifists but sentimentalists. The fol- 
lowing piece dwells upon the hard implications of resistance by the people 
who, killing the Japanese, are the true pacifists of China.—ED.} 


/ “| N\besesanae CHINA is already ours. 

We have only to clean up a few 
temaining bandits.” With these words 
a Japanese recruit comforted his 
mother before leaving for the front. 
On the boat to China he recalled the 
text of his school geography—‘‘China 
is a rich and beautiful country.” He 
traveled with the eager anticipation of 
a tourist. When he arrived and moved 
from place to place he found a land 
devastated by war. 

He was finally assigned to a lonely 
garrison in Hopei. An old soldier gave 
him a piece of advice. “Don’t wander 
out alone. The Eighth Route Army 
will catch you and cut off your head.” 

I was present when the Eighth 
Route Army scouts brought him in 
with a dozen others. He told me his 
story himself. His head wasn’t cut off. 
Instead, with 30 other prisoners-of- 
war he attended classes, played basket- 
ball, and learned to make straw san- 
dals. He learned a good deal more. 
Today he is a member of the Japanese 
Anti-War League and writes leaflets 
telling his former comrades-in-arms 
the truth about Japan’s conquest of 
North China. 

Many simple-minded people, other 
than misled Japanese recruits, believe 
that North China has been lost to the 
enemy. The facts tell a different story. 

In 1937, the unprepared Chinese 
Army retreated when attacked by the 
superiorly-armed Japanese. Corrupt 
militarists, like Han Fu-chu, sold out 


to the enemy; frightened officials fled 
and Chinese administration crumbled. 
The countryside was reduced to a state 
of chaos. The Japanese moved swiftly 
to the occupation of new towns and 
tailways. Then Generalissimo Chiang 
Kai-shek ordered the Eighth Route 
Army to raise the banner of resistance 
behind the Japanese lines. Arms and 
provisions left behind by panic-stricken 
soldiers and fleeing officials were gath- 
ered up. Dispersed units were reor- 
ganized. Guerrilla warfare began. 

In Shantung five rifles—three of 
which were damaged—became the 
nucleus of a brigade. In East Hopei, 
where a Japanese inspired ‘‘autono- 
mous”’ traitor government had been set 
up long before the war, armed rebel- 
lion broke out. Forty-five thousand 
workers went on strike. Four thousand 
miners joined the ranks of the Eighth 
Route Army in the first two weeks. 
Armed with home-made spears, farm 
implements and clubs, new formations 
drilled and marched in village streets. 
Patriots in the thousands answered the 
call to battle. 

I was studying at Hong Kong Uni- 
versity at the time. Every day, students, 
teachers, clerks and dock-workers left 
for the war fronts. I finished the school 
year. Then, with two fellow students, 
I followed the others. Early in 1938, 
we arrived at the ancient city gates of 
Yenan, capital of guerrilla China and 
base headquarters of the now famous 
“Eighth”. With other students, I was 
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assigned to morale work. Three 
months later I left for Southeast Shan- 
si, behind the enemy lines. From the 
base there I traveled to other guerrilla 
centers, crossing the Japanese lines and 
seeing with my own eyes the bombed 
villages, the devastated fields, the 
starving and the dead that marked the 
path of the enemy. 

The Japanese command boasted, 
“When we have taken the rail lines 
and highways, all China will be ours.” 
They took the rail lines and the motor 
roads. But in the vast stretches of 
countryside lying between communi- 
cation lines and occupied cities, along 
the mountainous borders of the North- 
ern provinces—wherever the Japanese 
were unable to station their forces in 
full, new bases of resistance sprang 
up. Today, 14 such bases threaten 
every mile of important railroad and 
highway in North China held by the 
enemy. In every province and district, 
firmly rooted, guerrilla-led, anti- 
Japanese administrative bodies exist 
side by side with Japanese-led puppet 
Chinese governments. All these anti- 
Japanese bodies, with the exception of 
that in East Shantung province, have 
been unified into two governments: 
the Shansi-Hopei-Chahar Border Gov- 
ernment and the Shansi-Hopei-Shan- 
tung-Honan Border Government. The 
latter alone controls an area larger 
than Japan. More than 52,000,000 
Chinese live under guerrilla govern- 
ment protection in these regions. 

What is the strength of the Eighth 
Route Army under whose leadership 
these bases of resistance have been 
established? The Japanese command 
in North China calculates it at 600,000 
regular troops alone. Puppet soldiers 
superstitiously believe its soldiers to be 
everywhere. An army pamphlet dis- 
tributed by the Japanese states: “The 
knowledge of the bandit troops is 
high. Their equipment is good. Their 
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movements are vigorous and exact; 
their skill extraordinary. As a result, 
our operations are usually confined to 
pursuit. To surround and exterminate 
these people is extremely difficult.” So 
fearful is the reputation of the guer- 
rillas that the first thing Japanese 
soldiers do on entering a village is to 
hold out their thumbs and forefingers 
in the shape of the Chinese character 
“Eight”. This means, “Is the Eighth 
Route Army around?” 

As a matter of fact, guerrilla regu- 
lars total little more than 500,000 
hard-fighting, disciplined soldiers. But 
more than 2,000,000 farmers organ- 
ized into self-defense corps act as an 
auxiliary force. Their equipment con- 
sists of miscellaneous small arms cap- 
tured from the Japanese. Their main 
weapon is the hand grenade, potato- 
masher type, manufactured in small 
arsenals behind the Japanese lines. 
The army takes only volunteers—who 
sign up for three years of service. Be- 
cause there are not enough arms, hun- 
dreds of volunteers are on the waiting 
list until rifles can be made available. 

Five huge mopping up campaigns 
using all available forces have failed 
to put an end to guerrilla resistance. 
The anti-Japanese bases in North 
China keep in check ten and a half 
Japanese divisions. Three and a half 
divisions more are engaged by the 
New Fourth Army in Middle China. 
In all, 44 per cent of the total enemy 
strength in all China is immobilized 
by guerrilla resistance. 

The sleeping Chinese dragon awoke 
from centuries of lethargy with the 
first shot from a Japanese gun. The 
miracle is simple to explain. Relent- 
less murder and plunder by the enemy 
made it impossible for China’s people 
to carry on in the old way. And no 
matter how much Japan talks of her 
role as “Savior of Asia” her army can- 
not abstain from slaughter and loot. 
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Throughout the “occupied” areas the 
people were galvanized into action by 
the opportunity of settling accounts 
with local corrupt officials, “village 
despots, and gangsters who once 
served the war lords and now play 
“puppet” for the Japanese. The choice 
came between struggle and total en- 
slavement. And yet, without leader- 
ship no organized resistance would 
have been possible. Behind the enor- 
mous political, economic and military 
organization of the guerrilla regions 
stand the anti-Japanese border gov- 
ernments and the Eighth Route Army. 
Through tax reforms, reduction of in- 
terest and rents, and democratic par- 
ticipation in government a stake in vic- 
tory has been assured. For the first 
time in China’s history a government 
of, by and for the people has arisen— 
a democratic government, capable of 
enlisting all the effort and loyalty of 
the population living behind the 
enemy lines. 

Once the old men of the village 
used to say, “The old government has 
fled and Japanese puppets have come 
in its stead. What matters who rules? 
In any case, it is we who suffer.” In 
Shansi, one villager said to me, “We 
were forced to pay taxes even when 
our families had nothing to eat. Now 
we give only what we can spare.” An 
old peasant in the same village told 
me this. “Once it would have been 
incredible. Even common peasants like 
myself dare to criticize the government 
these days.” And in Honan, where I 
had to investigate famine relief, a 
prosperous farmer told me proudly, 
“We will destroy every single grain 
before handing it over to those who 
insult us and use force. But we give 
willingly to the Eighth Route Army 
whatever it needs because we have 
never been forced to do so.” Eighth 
Route Army soldiers are under rigid 
discipline to pay for food given them 
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by the people, and can be court- 
martialled for disrespectful behavior — 
to civilians. A bullied people can have — 


no sense of its own power. In West- 
ern Shantung, a region terrorized by a 
traitor puppet called Chia Shan, I saw 


an old woman worshipping a tablet 


inscribed with the name of Chu Teh, 
General of the “Eighth”. When I 
asked her what she was doing, she re- 
plied, “Our whole village is praying 
for the arrival of Chu Teh’s men.” I 


could have told her then that her — 
prayers would be answered. In a few — 
hours, guerrillas took possession of the © 
village and brought it under the West — 
Shantung anti-Japanese administra- 


tion. 


One of the most active self- — 


defense corps now operates from this — 
village into Chia Shan’s terror-gripped, — 


Japanese-ridden district. 


War has become part of the daily _ 


life of every man, woman and child 
in the anti-Japanese bases. Youngsters 
run errands for the army and act as 
scouts; women mend and sew for the 
guerrillas. I even heard a hawker 
chanting slogans as he cried his wares 
in a village street:—‘‘Unity and Prog- 
ress are the guarantee of victory. Hot 
mutton soup! Hot mutton soup!” The 
anti-Japanese bases are rooted in the 
people. In every village, self defense 
corps and guerrilla units drill and pre- 
pare to defend their homes—and fight 
for them often and well. 

At least two or three times a year the 
Japanese papers announce in banner 


headlines the “extermination” of guer- 


rilla resistance. Yet they launch re- 
peated campaigns to exterminate what 


they claim has already been destroyed. © 
If the Japanese papers are right then — 
each Eighth Route Army soldier has — 


rine lives and the anti-Japanese bases 
behind the line have, phoenix like, the 
power to rise again and again from 
dust and ashes. 


The Japanese army builds block-— 
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houses-forts and stations cordons of 
troops around each anti-Japanese base. 
In some areas, as in Western Shantung, 
they have built one fort for every three 
villages; in Central Hopei, there are 
1,000 forts in an area containing 6,000 
villages. The more forts, the more dis- 
persed their troops and the weaker the 
fighting strength of each position. Nor 
is the use of puppet troops a solution 
to the Japanese manpower problem. 
Puppet military police and intelligence 
agents are the most hated by the 
people. Blacklists of traitors compiled 
by guerrilla detachments and villagers 
mean relentless punishment for those 
listed. Puppet Chinese enjoy little 
comfort, and no peace. News often 
reaches us that whole batches of pup- 
pet soldiers and officials are shot for 
being “in league with the Eighth”. In 
Shansi, we found two temple wells 
filled with hundreds of corpses of 
renegades unfortunate enough to have 
aroused such suspicions. But even ter- 
ror doesn’t work. An important guer- 
rilla army officer recently crossed the 
Japanese lines with his wife. I asked 
him how he escaped detection, and he 
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replied quite casually, “We had an 
escort of puppet soldiers.” Today many 
puppet soldiers will risk death to be 
in the good graces of the anti-Japanese 
against the day of final reckoning. 
This year a new guerrilla weapon— 
the “political offensive” is in use 
against the enemy. First there is a 
period of incessant surprise raids on 
scattered points, causing uncertainty 
and fear in enemy territory. Simul- 
taneously an intense fire of propa- 
ganda is kept up directed toward the 
puppet troops, ‘““What will happen to 
you after victory?” In the area of 
Peiping alone, 400 puppet troops with 
full equipment came over to the 
Eighth Route Army. In one military 
area alone, 600 villages were recov- 
ered by the use of this strategy. 
Since the fall of Wutaishan in 1938, 
the Japanese have carried on constant 
large scale offensives. Since Pearl Har- 
bor they have pressed their all-out 
effort with this new slogan: “Convert 
North China into a military base for . 
the Great East Asian War.’ But so 
long as the Chinese people exist, 
North China will remain in our hands. 


I read Mr. Allan Chase’s article “Franco’s Royalist Coup” in the October issue with ( 


interest. He seemed to be a bit uncertain when he wrote the following paragraph: “It is 
easy to see why the men who created Hitler are now trying to restore the Spanish mon- 
archy. What becomes somewhat harder to swallow is the spectacle of high officials in 
London and Washington lending their support to the travelling salesmen of this Berlin- 
Madrid real estate promotion.” 

If one recognizes the fact that the British cartel leaders as well as the head of the 
Bank of England and those who made the naval agreement with Hitler’s government 
were the teal makers of Hitlerism then the mystery is cleared up. It has been suggested 
that Mr. Churchill is interested in strengthening the monarchies in Yugoslavia, Greece 
as well as Italy and Spain. A Spanish monarchy after Germany's defeat will be in the 
same position as Portugal is today in relation to the Anglo-American powers. A truly 
republican Spain or France may establish close relations with the Soviet Union and 
therefore a Spanish monarchy is preferable to the leaders in London first and also in 
Washington. 

Taraknath Das 


New York, N. Y. 
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By HEINZ POL 
The future of Germany's industry 

N November 24 the financial sec- 

tion of the New York Times 

published a report of a meeting held 
by the Export Managers Club at the 
Hotel Pennsylvania in New York. The 
highlight of this meeting was a survey 
on post-war conditions anticipated by 
businessmen interested in export. The 
survey disclosed that in the opinion of 
the leading export managers in this 
country, there will be two principal 
competitors on the post-war markets: 
Great Britain, and Germany running 
a close second. 

On November 24 Berlin, the cap- 
ital of Germany and one of the great- 
est industrial and trade centers of 
Europe, was reeling under the devas- 
tating effects of two heavy bombings, 
and the New York Times predicted an 
air offensive against Germany on an 
unprecedented scale, aimed at the total 
destruction of Germany’s industry. 

It is rather difficult to reconcile the 
intentions of the American and British 
general staffs regarding the destruc- 
tion of Germany’s economic power 
with the post-war views of hard-boiled 
realistic American exporters who are 
predicting that Germany’s export will 
be a serious competitor to American 
industry after the war. 

It might be, of course, that these 
American exporters intended to dem- 
onstrate by their pessimistic survey 
that the speedy destruction of Ger- 
many’s industrial power was highly 
desirable. However, there is just as 
much logic in the assumption that the 
business world does not believe that 
after this war Germany will be a heap 
of ruins. Businessmen may not even 
want this, for, don’t you see, competi- 
tion is the first commandment of the 


free enterprise catechism. And you 
cannot export to Germany after the 
war if Germany herself can no longer 
export and thereby pay for the imports 
she gets. 

Let us be serious. There is no doubt 
that the leading economic circles of 
the Allied nations, particularly Great 
Britain, and the United States, have 
different opinions as to whether it 1s 
economically more advantageous to 
destroy the German competitor or not. 
In the arguments for or against this 
procedure, the Russian problem is an 
important factor. According to utter- 
ances of several responsible spokes- 
men in Moscow, the Russians tend to 
think that what will remain of Ger- 
man industry after the war shall be 
used to supply materials for the devas- 
tated Russian territories. This pros- 
pect, however, is disturbing to those 
industrial circles in England and 
America which either fear a future 
Russian competition on the world mar- 
kets, or else would like to do business 
with Russia after the war and there- 
fore do not want to have German in- 
dustry competing with them. 

On the other hand, many of the 
most influential monopolists in Great 
Britain and the United States not only 
have property and far-reaching in- 
terests in Germany, but they also have 
alliances with German monopolies. 
These world-wide alliances and agree- 
ments have a long duration: the most 
important international cartel con- 
tracts (chemical products, rubber, 
magnesium, zinc, aluminum, etc.) are 
legally valid until 1948, 1956 and 
even 1968. These contracts cover the 
exchange and exclusive use of patents; 
they regulate the sales and the distribu- 
tion of profits and dividends. 
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For many English and American 
cartels and concerns, the continued ex- 
istence of German cartels after the war 
is most valuable for the simple reason 
that for decades this German industry 
—irtrespective of the political regime 
—has been technically one of the most 
advanced, with an uninterrupted tra- 
dition of inventive laboratory experts 
whose knowledge cannot be easily 
dispensed with as long as their inven- 
tions can be exploited for patents, and 
as long as one can monopolize the 
world market with these patents. 

In June 1943, the special attorney of 
the anti-trust division of the Depart- 
ment of Justice, Heinrich Kronstein, 
gave an extremely revealing report be- 
fore the sub-committee of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs of the Sen- 
ate concerning the history of the Ger- 
man cartels. Heinrich Kronstein is a 
former German patent lawyer and no 
doubt an expert in his field. His state- 
ments deserve all the more attention as 
he is obviously a highly conservative 
man who obviously, holds men like 
Bruening in greater esteem than the 
representatives of the German left. 

From his material it becomes un- 
equivocally clear that long before the 
outbreak of the first world war Ger- 
many was the land of the most exten- 
sive cartellization. Kronstein said: 

“In Germany since 1879 cartels 
have been used for three purposes: to 
satisfy the profit hunger of private 
business organizations; to win influ- 
ence over the political and economic 
organization of the nation on behalf 
of private interests; to serve as 
a means of governmental political 
power.” 


A second 1919? 


The most interesting part of Kron- 
stein’s survey describes how the Ger- 
man cartels after the first world war 
succeeded in regaining the positions 
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they had held in the United States 
prior to the war. 

The alien property custodian of the 
last war fully understood what the 
whole matter was all about. In his re- 
port published in 1919, he stated: 

“The methods of the great German 
houses in carrying on their business in | 
this country, were from the first honey- 
combed with corruption. Bribery of 
dyers was carried on almost univer- 
sally on a large scale. . . . So extensive 
was this corruption that I came across 
only one American consumer who 
had escaped its ill effects... . In 
many of the large German-owned 
companies taken over by the alien 
property custodian, after investigation 
it was found that espionage was one 
of their chief functions. Every scrap 
of information, of commercial or mili- 
tary value to Germany, was carefully 
gathered by the representatives of 
these concerns in this country and 
quickly forwarded to the home office 
in Germany. . . . Especially the Ameri- 
can chemical industry was a natural 
center for German espionage.” 


In accordance with this view the 
alien property custodian, in a Senate 
Committee hearing in 1919, answered 
the question whether the German dye- 
stuff firms should be excluded forever, 
very much in the affirmative. As a 
matter of fact, the alien property cus- 
todian sold almost six hundred Ger- 
man patents to some American chem- 
ical concerns in 1919 and was con- 
vinced that from now on no German 
chemical cartel would be capable of 
invading again the American market. 

Well, the first thing that happened 
was that two of the American concerns 
who obtained the German patents 
(Sterling Products Co. and Chemical 
Foundation Inc.) had no real interest 
in them and sold them to another — 
American chemical company which 
was in contact with big German chem- 
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ical concerns. These German concerns 
several years later created the I. G. 
Farbenindustrie, and with the help of 
special agreements the Americas com- 
pany put all the German patents into 
a new corporation which was at first 
partly and then wholly owned by the 
I. G. Farben. 


In other words: the patents and 
licenses of 1919 which the alien 
property custodian turned over to 
American concerns in order to exclude 
German competition once and for all, 
became the nucleus of the interna- 
tional chemical cartel, the biggest car- 
tel in the world. The duration of this 
cartel whose principal members are 
the I. G. Fatbenindustrie in Germany, 
the Imperial Chemical in Great 
Britain, and the Standard Oil in the 
United States, expires on December 
31, 1968. 

In this war, a new alien property 
custodian has taken over the trustee- 
ship of a number of German-Ameri- 
can cartels. And the Justice Depart- 
ment announced in March 1942 that 
on the strength of a consent decree 
against the Standard Oil Co. of New 
Jersey this company had been forced 
to free all of its licenses concerning 
German-developed patents for the 
production of synthetic rubber and 
gasoline. This decree was designed to 
release to the American industry, 
thousands of patents, on a royalty-free 
basis. 


Useless patents 


‘~ ‘Thus, we have again arrived at the 
point where we stood during the first 
world war, but how about the patents 
which have now been released, at least 
for the duration of the war? In the 
hearings before the special Senate 
Committee investigating the national 
defense program in the spring of 
1942, Assistant Attorney General 
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Thurman W. Arnold, when ques- 
tioned by Senator Bone whether the 
patents were really free, gave the fol- 
lowing answer: 


“The patents are all on record in the 
patent office, but the know-how is not on 
record. With respect to that, in negotia- 
tions for the consent decree, we suggested 
that the Standard Oil allow a department 
representative access to laboratories to be 
sure that the know-how was free to every- 
body and that in licensing the patents, they 
were actually licensing everything, the in- 
formation, the know-how, as well. That was 
objected to on the ground that they did not 
want a departmental representative in there 
that might give secrets to others. After 
Icng negotiations we gave in, retaining the 
right to act to enforce the decree, and that 
is the way the decree now reads.” 


And Herbert A. Berman, special 
assistant to Mr. Arnold, added: 


“None of these patents is of sufficient 
detail to set out all of the working condi- 
tions necessary to operate the patent com- 
pletely.” 


The result of the findings of the 
hearing was that during the war Amer- 
ican industry is entitled to acquire the 
patents held jointly by I. G. Farben 
and Standard Oil, but that in practice 
it can do little with them because it 
does not know the real secret of the 
patents. This secret remains in the lab- 
oratories of the I. G. Farben and 
Standard Oil. The secret will be ap- 
plied again after the war in order to 
dominate the world market. 


Nobody says the contrary. Mr. 
Arnold remarked regretfully: 


“The consent decree does not carry the 
provision which the Department of Justice 
wanted, that any future arrangements with 
foreign countries be submitted to the At- 
torney General for approval. I think we all 
of us may wonder what the future of this 
country will be in terms of any continuing 
relationship between companies such as I.G. 
Farbenindustrie through cartel arrange- 
ments and American companies. Surely, we 
have every reason to be on the alert.” 
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Mr. Arnold put it very mildly. The 
former president of Standard Oil, the 
late Mr. W. S. Farish, who was also 
heard by the Truman Committee, ex- 
pressed himself much more clearly: 


“Some of our German contracts run until 
1947. As you gentlemen doubtless know, 
contracts ‘such as these are not, in law, 
abrogated, but merely suspended when the 
parties’ nations are at war. The parties to 
such contracts must therefore find some way 
of getting along with their own business 
while the contracts are so suspended. By 
the rearrangements made in 1939, the con- 
tract relations between the parties became a 
simple question of money payments. So 
long as America remained at peace, these 
money payments were to be made to the 
accounts of the I. G, in a New York bank. 
If the United States went to war, the same 
money would be paid directly to the Alien 
Property Custodian.” 


Concerning this statement, Mr. 
Arnold made a supplementary declara- 
tion in which he said: 


“I am sorry to say that document after 
document shows that on the contrary Stand- 
ard and I. G. did not reduce their cartel ar- 
rangement to a simple question of money 
paying after the war. They intended their 
cartel arrangement to continue throughout 
the war in accordance with a modus vivendi 
which they worked out, and to resume their 
full connections after the war was over. 
The relationship between 1. G. and Stand- 
ard after the outbreak of the war was a con- 
tinuation of the full marriage between the 
parties.” 


The Deutsch-Amerikanische 
Petroleum Gesellschaft 


Mr. Arnold was right, but he did 
not mention in this connection that the 
so-called consent decree did not even 
cover all the contracts of I. G. with 
the Standard Oil. The consent decree 
was regarded as a complete divorce 
between the parties at least for the 
duration of the war. The vice-presi- 
dent of Standard Oil, Mr. Frank A. 
Howard, at a hearing of the Senate 
Committee on patents, in August 
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1942, gave the following amazing ex- 
planation: 


“The situation is that there is.a contract 
known as a German sales contract. This 
sales contract was not included into the 
consent decree. Under this contract our 
subsidiary in Germany, the Deutsch-Ameri- , 
kanische Petroleum-Gesellschaft, sells the 
products produced by the I. G. in Germany. 
The Department of Justice had no objec- 
tion to that contract, and no request was 
made that would effect its validity. We 
assume that after the war, if we own our 
property there or recapture it, the contract 
will go back into effect.” 


Senator Lucas: “What is the status at 
this moment of your property in Ger- 
many ?” 

Mr. Howard: “At this moment it is in 
the hands, I suppose, of the officer cor- 
responding to our Alien Property Cus- 
todian.” 

The chairman: “Do you know of any 
contracts that will be binding after the 
war?” 

Mr. Howard: ‘There was another con- 
tract also in Germany, referred to as the 
‘Politz Agreement’. It was an agreement 
under which we acquired some shares in a 
German oil hydrogenation venture. That 
agreement also runs through and is not af- 
fected, nor was it intended to be affected, 
by the consent decree. So far as I know, 
those two agreements in Germany are the 
only subsisting agreements we have.” 


To put it as simply as possible: 
Those two agreements remain active 
during the war, whereas all the other 
agreements are temporarily suspended 
and will be resumed after the war. 

It is hard to believe that the presi- | 
dents and directors of Standard Oil 
are very happy over the prospect that 
their property in Germany, especially 
the huge Deutsch - Amerikanische 
Petroleum - Gesellschaft, might be 
bombed to ruins. And here we come 
to a point which has been decisive for — 
decades in the history of the world 
and which might be equally decisive in 
the future, especially as regards the 
shaping of the peace: the conflict be- 
tween personal or business interests 
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and patriotism. This conflict can never 
be solved as long as big business in the 
form of international cartels continues 
to exist. And big business is fully 
aware of this fact. 


Patriotism and business 


At the hearings of the Senate Com- 
mittee on patents, Messrs. Howard 
and Farish were questioned at length 
about their business interests in vari- 
ous countries like Germany, France, 
Great Britain, the Netherlands, etc. 
Whereupon the following revealing 
dialogue developed: 


Senator Lucas: ‘“‘Did you ever make any 
forthright statements to the board or anyone 
else as to how you felt toward England and 
France after war was declared at that 
time?” 


-Mr. Howard: “Oh yes; I not only made 
them to my board, I made them to the Ger- 
mans. Every tie we had was far closer to 
England and France than to Germany.” 

Mr. Farish: “Might I interject for the 
record this statement: that while we were 
just beginning the job of changing the 
neutrality law in this country, our company 
was building plants for the French and 
British governments outside the United 
States in order to supply them in the event 
of war, because they feared that they might 
not get or be able to get supplies from the 
United States. So we were in a sense fight- 
ing this war some three or four years before 
the United States got into it on the side of 
the English and the French.” 

The chairman: “It is your view, Mr. 
Farish, that this contractual status and re- 
lationship indicate that the Standard was 
fighting Germany in defense of Great Brit- 
ain and France?” 

Mr. Farish: ‘‘What I stated, Mr. Sen- 
ator, was that we were building units to 
produce materials of war.” 

The chairman: “That was not the an- 
swer to my question. How did the fighting 
of the war in France demonstrate itself 
emotionally in the light of your coopera- 
tion? You still continued contractual rela- 
tions with Germany. . . . Do you want us 
to understand now that your company in 
the period of three or four years before this 
war began, would not have built a plant in 
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Germany if it had been hired to do it?” 

Mr. Farish: ‘‘No, sir.” 

The chairman: “It would have built a 
plant there too?” 

Mr. Farish: “Certainly.” 

The chairman: “By that same token, by 
that same process of reasoning, you would 
then have been helping Germany fight 
France? As a matter of fact, your company 
did build plants in Germany, did it not?” 

Mr. Farish: “I think, we participated 
in it.” 

The chairman: “Yes. What construc- 
tion would you give that act? Could that 
possibly be construed as helping Germany 
to get ready to lick France?” 

Mr. Farish: “It probably could, Mr. Sen- 
ator, but in those days we had no choice in 
Germany.” 

The chairman: “I understand that; but 
I was interested in your statement that 
Standard, in effect, was helping France win 
the war. I now find that you were doing 
the same thing for Germany.” 

Mtr. Farish: “We were a commercial or- 
ganization, Mr. Senator; we were not mak- 
ing wars or initiating wars.” 

The chairman: “No, your company was 
in business to make money for its stock- 
holders and to pay the salaries for its execu- 
tives; but the point is that I wondered if 
you wanted to qualify your operation as 
something extremely patriotic or whether it 
75 just a hard business transaction.” 

Mr. Farish: ‘Strictly, it was an ordinary 
business deal.” 

The chairman: “That is right.” 


Mr. Farish was perfectly honest. As 
long as the international cartel busi- 
ness is allowed to function, the owners 
of the cartels have, indeed, the duty to 
satisfy their stockholders and execu- 
tives, and nothing else. And except in 
countries like Germany, where the car- 
tels have become instruments of the 
government and serve war purposes, 
any interference of the state for 
patriotic reasons is something illegal. 


Mr. Berle about Standard Oil 


No less prominent an official than 
Assistant Secretary of State, A. A. 
Berle, Jr., has had to experience what 
it means when the state comes into 
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conflict with the cartel business over 
patriotic matters. In March 1942, Mr. 
Berle had an extensive hearing before 
the Truman Committee. Object of the 
hearing was the attitude of the Stand- 
ard Oil Co. of New Jersey toward the 
German and Italian-owned airlines in 
Brazil immediately prior to America’s 
entry into the war. 


These two Axis-controlled airlines 
obtained their oil exclusively from 
Standard Oil. Shipments were made 
either from New York or through a 
Brazilian subsidiary which was sta- 
tioned in Aruba. Acting in behalf of 
the State Department, Mr. Berle en- 
deavored to prevent these oil ship- 
ments. He started negotiations with 
Standard Oil in March 1941. These 
negotiations turned out to be of a very 
difficult nature as Standard Oil 
pointed out that its subsidiary in Brazil 
had a long term contract with the Axis 
airlines. If they refused to supply 
them with oil, Standard Oil said, the 
Axis airlines were entitled to sue for 
damages. Before the Truman Com- 
mittee Mr. Berle gave the following 
report concerning the course of these 
negotiations: 

Mr. Berle: “On October 1941 Mr. 
Palmer, an attorney for the Standard Oil 
Co. of New Jersey and another representa- 
tive came into the office. He said that he 
had examined the problem of getting in- 
demnification against losses and had dis- 
covered that he could not get any. He said 
that the board of directors of Standard had 
advised him to notify the department that 
under these circumstances, it could not agree 
to the State Department's request to breach 
its contract with the Axis airlines. I got a 
little irritated and I said that it was a waste 


of time and that the Department would 
have to take steps.” 


Senator Burton: ‘Before you leave that, 
does that mean that at that time Standard 
Oil took the position that they could make 
any contract they wanted as a private com- 

any against the vital interests of the 
United States, and then stick to it, because 
to break the contract they had made would 
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cost their money?” 

Mr. Berle: ‘“The position they took was 
that they were going to keep any contracts 
they had made, irrespective of the interests 
of the United States.” 

Senator Burton: ‘They were placing a 
pre-existing private contract above the in- 
terests of the United States?” 

Me. Berles “*Yes:?? 


Senator Burton: “Mr. Berle, isn’t it true 
there is that risk inherent in doing business 
that is international in nature and that, 
therefore, the proper practice is for an 
American company to consult with the State 
Department before it makes the contract?” 

Mr. Berle: ‘Under these circumstances, 
yes. In normal times, plainly every Ameri- 
can company will not consult with the State 
Department in respect to the contracts it 
makes. When, however, the interests are 
as obviously adverse as they had been get- 
ting to be here for some considerable period 
of time, such consultation, of course, would 
be desirable.” 


Well, the State Department, Mr. 
Berle declared, finally threatened the 
Standard Oil with putting its name on. 
the black list. This brought about 
quick reaction: Mr. Palmer informed. 
Mr. Berle that he considered his pre- 
vious statement as withdrawn and that 
the Standard Oil would cooperate with 
the State Department concerning 
Brazil. 


Destruction or control 


The various activities of Standard 
Oil are by no means the only proof for 
the continued existence of large inter- 
national cartels, regardless of war or 
peace, and regardless of Hitler or no 
Hitler. We not only have world- 
embracing oil and rubber cartels, but 
we also have zinc and aluminum, iron 
and coal cartels. We have cartels like 
the English-Argentine leather-tanning 
monopoly as was only recently dis- 
closed by Assistant Attorney General 
Wendell Berge, and which seems to be 
directed against the leather industry 
in the United States. On the one 
hand, we want to liquidate once and 
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for all not only Hitlerism but also the 
German war machine, that is, Ger- 
many’s industrial power. But at»the 
same time we desire a speedy return 
to normalcy after the war. We want 
free enterprise as usual, and the own- 
ets of the largest cartels are the loudest 
advocates of free enterprise, although 
they know very well that a cartel, by 
its very nature, is exactly the opposite 
of free enterprise. 

Is a solution possible? Certainly. 
But it must be established on an inter- 
national basis. It won't do any good 
to destroy the cartels in Germany and 
to curtail their power in America, if, 
for instance, the British cartellists are 
allowed to continue their activities 
after the war. 

A dissolution or regulation of the 
cartels can only be accomplished in 
two ways. First of all by means of 
social revolutions. But if this is to be, 
at least, avoided, then the cartels must 
be strictly controlled by the state and 
their activities permanently regulated 
in such a way that they can do no po- 
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litical or economic harm. Such a con-— 
servative expert as the aforementioned — 
special attorney Heinrich Kronstein in 
his survey on the cartels has come to 
the following conclusion: 

“Cartels and owners, if at the same time 
strong and not under efficient governmental 
control, are dangerous infringements on the 
rights of a government in the domestic and 
international field.” 

Mr. Kronstein did not mention that 
these cartels are an even more danger- 
ous infringement on the rights of free 
production, and on the people in gen- 
eral who become the victims of the 
cartels. 

The objection that government con- 
trol on big business is “‘fascistic,’’ is 
childish. Such control is fascistic only 
if the government itself is fascistic. If — 
the government is democratic, the con- 
trol is democratic, too. 

The uncontrolled domination of 
international cartels after the war can 
only lead to anarchy both in the fields 
of economy and politics. 

(The fust article of this series ap- 
peared in the November issue.) 


THE MACHINE 


It is the buried old that breeds the new, 

It is finality that spreads the feast 

And sets white teeth behind our lips to chew 
The killed thing, be it fruit or bird or beast. 
Habit is death to impulse, and a song 

Is shamed whose singing grows habitual, 
Yet man must eat and man must carry along 
His heritage in custom and in ritual. 

And this machine, this habit chilled to steel, 
This stealthy anaesthesia of the hand, 

This project of cold numbers that can feel 
No shade of yielding in its stark command, 
Yes, even this machine will weave a cage 

W herein protected we may sing our rage. 


KENNETH LESLIE 


PROFIT THROUGH LOSS—A TALE 


By A RETIRED BUSINESSMAN 

A FEW years ago I was passing 
through a small city in the Appa- 

lachian coal fields and decided I would 

call on one of my friends who was an 

official in a large coal company. 

I had no particular business with my 
friend but our relations had always 
been very pleasant and I thought to 
pay him a visit of appreciation of his 
past kindnesses. He was very glad to 
see me and cleared his office so that 
we could have a confidential talk. 

I asked him how his business was 
going and he replied that their mines 
were shut down. I was surprised at 
that for I knew the trade was fairly 
good at that time. I suggested that his 
company was a very efficiently oper- 
ated one and I couldn’t understand 
why they were closing down their 
mines. 

My friend informed me that a large 
company in the same district, but quite 
a little distance away on another rail- 
road from which he had his mines lo- 
cated, were supplying his trade at 
much less per ton than his own com- 
pany’s costs and, therefore, it was good 
business to close down his own mines 
and let the other company do the work. 
His company not only preserved the 
coal in the hill, but they made a con- 
siderable profit on the transaction. 

I said, “I am astonished that this 
large company can sell you coal at less 
than you can mine it and put it on the 
cars, for they are a very top-heavy con- 
cern and in most things are extremely 
inefficient. 

“I happen to know some of the 
management and these men all recog- 
nize that fact and seem to be unable to 
do anything about it because of the 
nature of the company’s operations 


and the fact that the head men do not 
live near the mines. Those about the 
mines have to take orders which they 
know are not best for the company, 
but to maintain their positions, they 
have to obey these orders.” 

My friend replied, “That is all very 
true. I know they do, but we are buy- 
ing our coal from these people f.o.b. 
cars at the mine for less than $1.00 a 
ton when the prevailing price is about 
$1.80. Our costs are in the neighbor- 
hood of $1.60 so you can see we make 
a handsome profit out of keeping our 
mines idle.” 

“I have been told by the manage- 
ment of this company,” I said, “that 
their costs are considerably more than 
$4.00 a ton. How can they afford to 
sell you coal at such a price?” 

My friend told me that they couldn’t 
of their own accord, but this coal com- 
pany belongs to the people who are 
also the “insiders” of the railroad com- 
pany on which they ship and the rail- 
road company is getting such a freight 
rate that they can afford to pay the dif- 
ference in price between the selling 
price of the coal and the cost of the 
coal to the selling company out of the 
excess profits of the money obtained 
by the railroad from its hauling of the 
coal. 

“IT am aware that railroad com- 
panies have a number of coal com- 
panies in which they are interested,” I 
said, “but I had no idea they could 
take care of such a spread as that.” 

“Yes,” my friend replied, “the rail- 
road companies are, to my certain 
knowledge, getting more than five 
times the price for hauling coal from 
point of departure here to its destina- 
tion than they got forty years ago for 
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the same haul and they can haul the 
coal much cheaper today than they 
could then.” 

“Now,” he said, “there is another 
thing that perhaps you are not aware 
of. I know you have good information 
about these coal companies and their 
operations, but you perhaps do not 
know that the railroad companies’ 
stock rises and falls with the amount 
of traffic carried. These “insiders” 
have taken this contract of ours— 
which is a big one—so as to boost their 
freight earnings and thereby give the 
“insiders” a chance to buy and sell 
their railroad stock on the Stock Ex- 
change—and they no doubt make more 
‘money out of those margins than they 
do by ownership of the stock in the 
railroad.” 

I said, “These transactions, I believe, 
are perfectly legal, but I presume that 
if the stockholders in the coal company 
and those in the railroad company who 
are not ‘insiders’ knew about these 
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transactions, they would be likely to 
make trouble.” 

“Well, I am not worrying about 
that,” my friend said. “We are getting 
large returns from this transaction and 
when anyone becomes suspicious of it, 
they can drop the contract and we can 
Open our mines again and resume our 
former operations.” 

“Is this not pretty hard on the peo- 
ple who work for you at your mines?” 
I queried. 

He replied, “Yes, it is indeed, but 
our miners have good roads and auto- 
mobiles and they can even go to some 
of the mines that are filling our 
orders.” 

“Of course,” my friend added, “‘eth- 
ically this is very unsound and eventu- 
ally in a business way it would be very 
bad for the coal and railroad inter- 
ests.” 

I quite agreed with him and we 
parted, each feeling that this whole 
thing was wrong. 


According to a UP dispatch from Mexico City, November 18, Monsignor 


Fulton Sheen's statement in Washington that “Mexico needed a revolution” to 
“anseat the powerful” drew bitter replies from the party of the Mexican 
revolution (PRM) and congressmen last night. 

Monsignor Sheen, upon returning from an eucharistic congress in Mexico, 
criticized the vast scale of Mexican graft and concluded with this thought: 
“What Mexico needs is a real revolution, not of violence, but a revolution in 
which the powerful are removed from their seats and the humble exalted.’ Few 
Mexican newspapers published his statement. 

The PRM, the official government party, said Sheen’s accusations “lacked all 
essence of truth” and pointed out that he, as a foreigner, had no right, anyhow, 
to comment on affairs “concerning Mexicans alone.” 

Prominent congressmen issued statements criticizing Monsignor Sheen for 
“betraying his government's Good Neighbor policy.” 


- 


"GOOD NEIGHBOR HURDLE" OR BRIDGE 


By W. STANLEY RYCROFT 


Me JOHN W. WHITE has now 
given us the sum and substance 
of his arguments against Protestant 
missionary work in Latin America in a 
book called The Good Neighbor 
Hurdle, in which he states that the 
issue is not “No more Protestants. It 
is, No more missionaries.” 

Of course, most of us knew more or 
less what Mr. White was going to say 
on such a subject. His book is just an 
elaboration of his articles which have 
appeared in The Catholic Digest dur- 
ing the past twelve months—plus a 
few more half truths and misrepresen- 
iations—and, let us admit it, some 
facts and home truths. 

In case the public should think that 
he was writing for the Roman Catholic 
readers in the United States, Mr. 
White is at pains to say that he is not 
a Catholic and that the book “is ad- 
dressed to the millions of intelligent, 
thinking Protestants in the United 
States in the belief that it is much more 
important that the Southern Americans 
be friends of the United States of 
America than that they be communi- 
cants of any particular religious sect.” 

The opening sentence in the book is 
a good one. It reads, “The future 
peace and prosperity of the United 
States of America depends on our abil- 
ity to unite all the American nations 
behind democracy.” In the next para- 
graph he says, “So if we are going to 
continue with our democratic way of 
life, we cannot delay in uniting the 
Americas into a great continental 
democratic family.” So far, so good. 

Mr. White falls into a grave funda- 
mental error, however, which is really 
surprising in view of his long acquaint- 


ance with Latin America and his 
avowed love for democracy. His main 
contention is that Protestant mission- 
aries sabotage or impede amicable re- 
lations and good-neighborliness in the 
Americas. He fails to grasp the truth 
that Protestant Christianity in Latin 
America is the very basis of democ- 
racy and freedom, and that practically 
all the freedom, especially religious 
freedom, that exists is due to Prot- 
estantism, directly or indirectly. 

In discussing the conflict of the 
Church and State in Latin America Mr. 
White rightly points out that the 
Church dominated the political scene 
during the colonial period and that 
when independence was won the 
“Church and the state came to look 
upon each other as mortal enemies.” 
He also says that “for 300 years the 
people of the colonies—the criollos 
and mestizos—had been living under 
one of the most absolute monarchies 
in history and so had no idea of how 
to go about the process of self-govern- 
ment. This was one of their most 
striking contrasts with the North 
American colonists and the reason it 
has been so difficult for our southern 
neighbors to establish stable govern- 
ment in their countries.” Why this 
difference—the ability for self-govern- 
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ment and democratic living in North - 


America, and “no idea of how to gov- 
ern themselves in South America’? 
The democracy of the United States 
has developed out of a religious ex- 
perience and springs from a Protestant 
heritage, while the lack of it in the 
other Americas has been due largely 
to the domination of a totalitarian Ro- 
man Catholic Church. The Church 
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controlled everything during the colo- 
nial period in South America and is 
at present engaged in a struggle to pre- 
serve that monopoly, a monopoly 
which Mr. White himself seems to de- 
plore. It is strange that he does not 
draw his own conclusions logically 
from certain historical facts. All this 
is not trying to be smug—‘‘we in the 
North are democratic and you in the 


~ South are not.” It is a matter of read- 


ing history and facing the facts. 

The Protestant movement, against 
which Mr. White so often inveighs, 
stands for the principles of freedom 
and democracy. Democracy is not the 
fruit of an authoritarian fascist-minded 
Church such as we find in Latin 
America. It develops where evangeli- 
cal Christianity is a vital force and the 
Bible is known. 

On page 18 of his book Mr. White 
makes this surprising statement, “Let 
us lay aside our urge to reform and our 
pet religious prejudices long enough 
tc study the troublesome religious 
problem of our southern neighbors ob- 
jectively as though it were a political 
problem, because that is exactly what 
it is as far as we are concerned, all the 
way from Rio Grande to the Strait of 
Magellan.” Why is that statement 
surprising? Because, later on, Mr. 


' White goes out of his way to accuse 


North American Protestant mission- 
aries of political meddling. In a sense 
Mr. White shows insight when he says 
that the troublesome religious problem 
is a political one. Can anyone, least of 
all those who stand for freedom of 
conscience and religion, and for moral 
integrity in public life, divorce himself 
from the political scene? Is there any- 
thing wrong with having opinions on 
political matters in your own or in any 
other country where you may happen 
to be living, or of identifying yourself 
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with a struggle for freedom and 
democracy? That the “troublesome re- 
ligious problem is a political problem” 
is really the fault of the Roman Cath- 
olic Church and not of the mission- 
aries. But that they should take part 
in a struggle for freedom is not med- 
dling in politics. The magazine pub- 
lished by the Committee on Coopera- 
tion in Latin America, La Nueva 
Democracia, and incidentally, praised 
by Mr. White, stands for those very 
principles of freedom and democracy 
and yet could hardly be accused of 
“meddling in politics.” 

A large part of the chapter called 
“Missionaries in Politics” is devoted to 
Dr. Inman’s activities in Mexico and 
Dr. Mackay’s relationship to the 
APRA* in Peru. Perhaps Mr. White 
did not know that Dr. Mackay was a 
Britisher. What connection is there 
then between Dr. Mackay’s relation to 
the APRA and his accusation against 
North American missionaries ‘“‘med- 
dling in politics”. 

Mr. White does not always get his 
facts straight and, often on the basis 
of misinformation, he comes to some 
erroneous conclusion. He closes the 
above-named chapter with this unctu- 
ous phrase, “But as long as the mis- 
sionaries are so engaged, let us, in the 
name of Truth, stop saying that the 
missionaries do not take part in South 
American politics.” One glaring ex- 
ample of Mr. White getting his facts 
wrong is in his statement on page 185, 
“when the APRA movement seemed 
to be very close to staging a revolution 
against President Leguia in 1923, the 
leader of the revolutionary plot Haya 
de la Torre, was a full-time teacher in 
the Anglo-Peruvian College.” The 
APRA movement was not in existence 
then. It was formed when Haya de la 
Torre was in exile. The writer hap- 


*APRA are the initials of Alianza Popular Revolucionaria Americana. 
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pened to be there in 1923 and there 
was never any mention of APRA until 
several years later. So when one reads 
such errors in Mr. White’s book one is 
led to question other statements he 
makes so easily. He says—probably 
because some priest told him so—that 
“there is a clear understanding be- 
tween APRA leaders and the mission- 
aries by which the missionaries are 
doing everything they can to encour- 
age the APRA movement and help it 
get into power, in exchange for which 
APRA promises them that there will 
be religious freedom in Peru when it 
takes over the government.” Evidently 
Mr. White expects the APRA to get 
into power because he does not say “if 
and when” it gets into power but just 
“when”. Maybe the APRA leaders 
would like to share Mr. White’s con- 
victions. With regard to an under- 
standing with the APRA concerning 
religious freedom the present writer 
for one would be greatly encouraged 
if Mr. White could give him assur- 
ances—and proof—that such exists. As 
far as he knows, no missionaries are 
members of the APRA or actively sup- 
porting it. They are, however, entitled 
to hold opinions regarding it, just as 
South Americans are entitled to opin- 
ions about Mr. Roosevelt, Mr. Willkie, 
the New Deal and any political issue 
in the United States—and, of course, 
they do hold such opinions. But that is 
not to be labelled ‘meddling in poli- 
tics’. 

In this connection it would be inter- 
esting if Mr. White would tell us some 
time why 4e had to leave Buenos Aires 
some years ago. It is time Mr. White 
stopped accusing others of ‘“‘meddling 
in politics’. Or, do newspapermen 
have prerogatives that missionaries do 
not have? 

Anyone who has followed Mr. 
White’s press reports to the American 
papers through the years, in connection 
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with the Pan American Conferences 
and other Latin American matters on 
which he has written, will recognize 
that he seems to be inspired with a 
talent for condemning as ill-motivated 
the efforts of his fellow-citizens of the 
U. S. A. to bring about mutual trust- 
fulness between this country and the 
Latin Americans. Whether this spirit 
is injected into his writing to give it 
“punch”, or is the expression of his 
personal animosity toward those whom 
he presumes know much less about 
these things than he, the net result of 
publication of such material has exact- 
ly the opposite effect from what he 
claims to be working toward, good- 
neighborliness. He is sowing dissen- 
sion and divisiveness in the Americas. 

Another unjust accusation made by 
Mr. White—and one that is without a 
real basis of fact—is that “mission 
schools are the principal instruments 
for proselytizing on the part of several 
of the sects which maintain missionary 
organizations in the southern Amer- 
icas”. It has been the writer’s privi- 
lege to visit nearly forty of the out- 
standing mission schools of Latin 
America and he has invariably found 
that their chief concern was the build- 
ing of character. They are not what 
he calls “proselytizing instruments”. 
As a matter of fact, the great majority 
of the pupils come to the evangelical 
schools as Roman Catholics, and leave 
as such. It is true they are generally 
more liberal—but would Mr. White 
say that that was undesirable? Let Mr. 
White listen to some of the leaders of 
Latin American countries who have 
sent their children to evangelical 
schools rather than ask Roman Cath- 
olic priests what they think of them. 

A few weeks ago, while visiting a 
Latin American country, the writer was 
told that a certain high-ranking diplo- 
mat of another country had brought 
his boy to be enrolled in an evangelical 
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school. He was told that it was an 
evangelical school and he replied that 
he knew that and, as a matter of fact 
he wanted his boy to have the moral 
principles and the building of charac- 
ter for which the school stood. His 
first boy, he went on to say, had been 
educated in a priests’ school and 
‘Now’, said the father, “he is only fit 
to be a priest”. 

Another instance of Mr. White not 
getting his facts straight is when he re- 
fers to the statement issued by the Fed- 
eral Council in December 1942. He 
goes on to say, “The Council repre- 
sents 27 of the 250 or more Protestant 
sects, but arrogates to itself the right 
to speak in the name of them all.” As 
a matter of fact, that statement was 
approved by the Foreign Missions Con- 
ference and the Home Missions Coun- 
cil, which were also in session at Cleve- 
land at the time. These three bodies 
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speak in the name of nearly thirty mil- 
lion Protestants. 

We could go on quoting other ex- 
amples of Mr. White’s errors. We 
shall, however, point out only one 
more. On page 62 he says, “But the 
missionaries sent out by the Commit- 
tee...” (that is the Committee on Co- 
operation in Latin America). This 
Committee does not send out any mis- 
sionaries. If Mr. White will call at our 
office some time we shall enlighten 
him as to what our activities really are. 

Mr. White’s complete silence on the 
efforts of the Knights of Columbus 
and other Roman Catholic organiza- 
tions in the United States to get this 
country to intervene in Mexico some 
years ago and his endorsement of the 
present Sinarquista movement in that 
country are proof—if proof were 
needed—of the strong prejudices 
which Mr. White brings to his book. 


DAY OF THE CARPENTER 


This is our day, for he was one of us, 
Our worker without fear and free of blame, 
The common man grown tall and glorious: 
We praise the people when we say his name. 
The people! Gaining through the bloody mire, 
Toward the far goal, the cities without tears, 
And he is with us, risen for our desire, 
For us his wounds were open through the years. 
March confident, O brothers, lift your hearts; 
Your eyes must be directed straight ahead; 
And such the grace his company imparts, 
Your deeds shall press on though the flesh be dead. 
Now lift your voices. “Carpenter, we pray 
You find us not unworthy of our day.” 


JOHN ACKERSON 
U.S. Merchant Marine 


EMIL LUDWIG'S PEACE PLANS 


By FRANZ SCHOENBERNER 


—The question how to treat the inflated Mr. Ludwig is not merely 
rhetorical; it is a serious political question, much more serious 
than Mr. Ludwig himself. 


I REALLY like Mr. Emil Ludwig— 
exactly in the same way as a South- 
erner (and many a Northerner) likes 
the Negro: “in his place’”—with the 
slight qualification that for me the 
place of a man is determined not by the 
color of his skin, but by his brains. Ac- 
cording to this criterion Mr. Ludwig’s 
place is easily located. He is the best- 
selling author of popular fictionalized 
biographies. You know the style: There 
is a wonderful morning and a young 
man in shorts is standing at an open 
window and—lo and behold—it is 
young Goethe just in the process of 
composing one of his lovely love 
poems. Or maybe it is Beethoven or 
another popular genius. Well, that is 
all right with me. Goethe perhaps 
would not like it and may turn in his 
princely grave. But otherwise no real 
harm is done. No hard feelings. The 
good thing about such stuff is, as the 
moron in the famous story said about 
soda water: “you can drink it or you 
can just leave it on the table.” Many 
people, first in Germany, really liked 
it and created a sort of second rate 
world fame for him which spread even 
to America and Mr. Ludwig became 
almost as popular as Coca Cola. Mr. 
Ludwig, as he once confessed, began, 
while writing his innocuous books, to 
“think always of the man in Texas’. 
Perhaps he was a bit too successful in 
this direction of his thought, but he 
was successful all right. Okay with 
me. 

Yet things began to become a bit 
dubious when there was not a window, 
but a balcony; and the not so young 
man standing there in a black uniform 


with a carnavalesque cap, just in the 
process of giving one of his not so 
lovely speeches was—lo and behold— 
our old friend Musso. And somewhere 
behind in the shade of the Titan was 
another not so young man admiring 
this spectacle and just in the process of 
writing one of his less lovely books 
which (like most of his books) should 
have borne the title “I and—(in this 
case) Mussolini’. I have forgotten 
what the real title was and I suppose 
Mr. Ludwig himself has even forgot- 
ten the whole book—a very under- 
standable reaction under present con- 
ditions, with his old great friend more 
or less broken and speechless, though 
whisked off from his prison thanks to 
Mr. Schickelgruber’s murder story 
tricks and even more thanks to a blun- 
der of our political strategy. 

Mr. Ludwig, if he tries hard, will 
even have forgotten that in 1935 (re- 
member Ethiopia?) he explained— 
paradoxically enough in a paper sup- 
posed to fight Fascism and Nazism— 
why it was all right for his old admirer 
Musso (there is always a sort of 
mutual insurance on admiration) to 
kill off with bombs and poison, but 
without warning, some hundred thou- 
sand black skinned and unarmed 
people. More or less Christian people | 
by the way. The point was that slavery 
was not entirely abolished in Ethiopia 
(or at least not streamlined after the 
newest Italian fashion) and for this 
reason Musso by his slightly surprising 
action represented a superior and even 
more Christian culture. Now, Mr. 
Ludwig with his sure instinct for what 
the customer wants followed the same 
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line taken by the whole so-called civil- 
ized world, especially by all the grave 
men believing in “realistic politics”. 
See what I mean? Protesting against 
this little massacre of the innocents 
(described by Musso Jr. as a very poor 
show anyway) would have meant driv- 
ing Musso into Schickelgruber’s arms 
—where he ended anyhow one year 
later. And letting Musso have his 
roasted Ethiopia would, of course, con- 
vert him immediately into an ardent 
defender of democracy against Nazi- 
ism. The whole trick was to drive out 
the devil with Beelzebub. 

One of the few people not entirely 
convinced by this ‘realistic’ reasoning 
of Mr. Ludwig and other even more 
serious experts was a little African 
Negro girl of seventeen years who hap- 
pened to be the daughter of the 
Ethiopian king. She expressed herself 
in a rather sentimental and melo- 
dramatic way and provoked the con- 
descending smile of every practical 
man when she said: 

“I know as you know that, if man- 
kind lets armies and gas destroy my 
country and people, civilization will be 
destroyed too. We have common 
cause you and I. Why therefore do not 
all do something to drive off this com- 
mon danger to humanity, this agony, 


_ this death by bomb, shell and gas be- 


- authorized 


fore it, again establishes itself as it is 


doing here now, soon to spread to your 
homes and your menfolk too? If you 
fail to help us now, we shall all die.” 

Here I like the Negro girl even bet- 
ter in her place, the place of a prophet 
inspired by higher ethical insight, than 
I could ever like Mr. Ludwig even in 
his place—I mean the place in which 
he has to be put. The urgent necessity 
for doing so has become evident by his 
repeated highly authoritative but un- 
excursions in political 
spheres culminating in a Collier’s ar- 
ticle “How To Treat Defeated Ger- 
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many”. The editorial blurb calls Mr. 
Ludwig ‘‘a famous student of German 
character’ whose article “pulls no 
punches”. We shall not do so either. 
Mr. Ludwig once got away with the 
murder of Ethiopia; he shall not get 
away with the murder of Germany— 
and of the whole world headed for 
disaster if believing in his murderous 
nonsense. 

Mr. Ludwig, after all, is himself a 
German. Anti-Semites, Nazis—and in- 
cidentally Mr. Ludwig himself may 
deny this deplorable fact because (to 
quote his own statement in respect to 
Marx) “‘as a Jew he did not belong to 
the Germans.” Mr. Ludwig may em- 
phasize that he is a Swiss citizen be-' 
cause he was cautious and prosperous 
enough to buy in time a villa in the 
Ticino and a Swiss nationality (per- 
haps with the royalties for his Mus- 
solini book). It was the time, by the 
way, when other people’s struggles 
against Nazism made life in Germany 
less comfortable. The fact however 
remains—whether we like it and 
whether he likes it or not—that this 
“famous student of the German char- 
acter” is a German, though of course 
a bad German and a bad student— 
even of his own character. The psy- 
chological murder he tries to commit is 
therefore a sort of suicide. Not that I 
would mind Mr. Ludwig committing 
moral and intellectual suicide by pub- 
lishing articles full of psychological 
and historical, falsifications. The only 
thing I am afraid of is that naive read- 
ers may overlook Mr. Ludwig’s sui- 
cidal tendency. The harmless habit of 
writing fictionalized biographies devel- 
ops the bad habit of confusing facts 
with fiction—a highly dangerous habit 
if the future of a whole people and 
thus of the whole world is at stake. It 
becomes even more dangerous, when 
the imaginative author speaks not only 
to some millions of Collier’s and Read- 
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er’s Digest fans, but—believe it or not 
—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
of the House of Representatives. Some 
wit with an invincible tendency to 
practical jokes must have launched the 
idea of inviting Mr. Ludwig as an ex- 
pert to give his testimony on the Ger- 
man people before such a solemn as- 
sembly, a testimony of which his Col- 
lier’s article is merely a by-product, an 
even more popular second infusion. If 
the writing of best sellers is sufficient 
justification for such an invitation, the 
author of See Here Private Hargrove 
(circulation almost a million and a 
half) should be heard as an expert by 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The printed report of Mr. Ludwig’s 
testimony with the repeated remarks 
“Discussion off the record’ leaves at 
least one slight hope: that one or the 
other of the serious Committee mem- 
bers enlightened by Mr. Ludwig’s ef- 
fusions may have said “‘off the record”: 
“Listen, Emil, what you are telling us 
is pure rubbish. Go home and hang 
yourself—on the typewriter for an- 
other best-seller.” That perhaps is 
wishful thinking. But after all I have 
some confidence in democratic institu- 
tions, and especially in simple common 
sense. Our Solons must have noticed 
that Mr. Ludwig’s testimony is about 
as trustworthy in its historical and psy- 
chological deductions as the bible of 
vulgar anti-Semitism, The Elders of 
Zion, and that indeed his anti-German- 
ism is a sort of anti-Semitism in re- 
verse and, of course, on the same 
moral and intellectual level. What 
Mr. Ludwig proposes for the German 
people is exactly what Mr. Hitler did 
with the Jewish people before starting 
his war of total extermination (the ap- 
plication of which in respect to the 
German people is not recommended by 
Mr. Ludwig, but by some other best- 
seller writer). Mr. Ludwig is more 
humane, he is content with Hitler’s 
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pre-war measures: to treat them as out- 
casts and criminals, to hold them in a 
sort of ghetto under the severe mili- 
tary supervision of a feared ‘‘class of 
masters” and “bosses” for ‘““X number 
of years” and so on. But at least Mr. 
Hitler did not pretend to do all that in 
order to educate his victims to the 
ideals of democracy and human liberty. 


One shudders for the future of man- 
kind when Mr. Ludwig—in the most 
exact reversion of truth dares to de- 
clare: “If you persist in trying to dis- 
tinguish between Germans and Nazis, 
then within twenty years your sons will 
have to fight a third war against Ger- 
many.” And even a hard boiled poli- 
tician must become slightly disgusted, 
I suppose, with Mr. Ludwig’s disgrace- 
ful denunciation of those German 
emigrants ‘who undertake now under 
their well-known names to guarantee 
you a new liberal Germany.” 

Even a Congresschild, not to speak 
of a Congressman, must be startled by 
some astonishing contradictions; for 
example, on page 8, of his testimony 
Mr. Ludwig declares: ‘‘Niemoeller’s 
case (his alleged preparedness to fight 
against France) shows that even the 
best men in Germany are full of re- 
venge’, whereas, on page 12, he rec- 
ommends the nomination of “Nie- 
moellers and possibly a radical emi- 
grant or two to share the foreign gov- 
ernment.’ (In fact Niemoeller, despite 
his martyrdom for religious freedom, 
was one of the first members of the 
Nazi party and has never repudiated 
Hitler’s nationalism and terrorism in 
the name of Christian and democratic 
principles.) 

There is a limit to everything; even 
the impudence of an irresponsible best- 
seller writer, driven to a certain point, 
is no longer fun. When Mr. Ludwig 
seriously proposes to ‘call a man 
saved from the concentration camp a 
‘Freiheitsrat’ and to give him for his 
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buttonhole a decoration in the shape 
of a silver-plated piece of barbed 
wire’, when he literally repeats Mr. 
Goebbels’ shameless propaganda lies 
that “the Germans adore their dic- 
tator”; that they “elected him by an 
enormous majority and have stood by 
him ever since’; that ‘in a moral and 
legal sense Hitler is the true symbol of 
the present German nation” and so on 
—then even Mr. Ludwig ceases to be 
merely ludicrous. He becomes a rather 
sinister figure because he besmears the 
unspeakable tragedy of a great people 
fallen in slavery and even sold into 
slavery by a power the unholy name of 
which the talkative Mr. Ludwig 
doesn’t dare to utter even once: the 
great International of reactionary Big 
Business. Mr. Ludwig sacrilegiously 
profanes the sacred martyrdom of at 
least a million Germans who have suf- 
fered and are suffering in concentra- 
tion camps; he profanes the supreme 
sacrifice of tens of thousands who have 
been massacred, sentenced, tortured to 
death exactly like Hitler’s Jewish (or 
Polish or Czech or Norwegian or 
French) victims. He ignominiously in- 
sults all the many unknown heroes 
who now are fighting in the German 
underground risking their lives and a 
horrible death every day and night. 
As former editor of Simplicissimus 
_ IT have lost the hope that ridicule kills. 
Hitler was (and is) irresistibly funny 
—and terribly dangerous. And so is 
the Nazi-spirit, even in anti-Nazi dis- 
guise, even personified in the rather 
hilarious figure of Mr. Ludwig gone 
‘wild. We should not underrate the 
fatal force of human foolishness. Mr. 
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Ludwig has to be put in the place 
where he belongs and where he can't 
do any harm. There are still some 
geniuses left over for him to fictional- 
ize as he damned pleases. But no more 
fooling around with German psychol- 
ogy or with “peace’”’ plans preparing 
the third world war and even prolong- 
ing this second one. 

If the Nazis were indeed illiterate 
and undiscriminating enough to burn 
Mr. Ludwig’s books, as he boasts, “be- 
tween Heine and Spinoza” they cer- 
tainly will not burn his writings about 
the future of a defeated Germany. 
These deplorable documents will be 
given “a special place of honor’’ be- 
tween Lord Vansittart and all the 
other anti-Germanists working over- 
time as volunteers and honorary mem- 
bers of Mr. Goebbels’ Propaganda 
Ministry. Retranslated in a sort of 
German not much worse than that of 
the original, Mr. Ludwig’s political 
murder stories will be widely distrib- 
uted as gratis-best-sellers by Mr. Goeb- 
bels himself, as was done so success- 
fully with the book of the poor nitwit 
Kaufmann, proposing Germany’s total 
sterilization. Mr. Ludwig supplies a 
new and very convincing “testimony’’ 
to Mr. Goebbels’ new propaganda 
line: that Germans, even hating 
Nazism as most of them do, have no 
other choice than to fight on to the 
last, in order to prevent Mr. Ludwig's 
colorful dreams to coming true. 

The question how to treat the in- 
flated Mr. Ludwig is not merely rhe- 
torical; it is a serious political question, 
much more serious than Mr, Ludwig 
himself. 


One of our readers has urged us to “please urge other readers to send the magazine to 
ten friends, especially ministers, teachers, etc., at a special rate.” This reader has suggested 


ten names. Will not you do so? 
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GOD-EMPTY CHURCH > 
By KENNETH LESLIE 


—A sermon preached at the Abyssinian Church, New Y ork on October 24, 1943. 


{ AM going to read again some of 
the verses from the prophet Isaiah 
(chapter 1) that have been read here 
this morning and I am going to try to 
translate them a little bit. 
I am sickened, saith the Lord, 
of your lily white conventions and 
your Jimcrow churches. I am fed 
up with your communion break- 
fasts where in My name you de- 
mean my people. When you 
spread forth your hands I will 
hide my eyes from you; yes, when 
you make many prayers I won't 
listen: your hands (the bloody 
hands of Franco, of poison-gas 
Badoglio, of the Georgia slave- 
drivers, whose hands your hands 
uphold) your hands are full of 
blood. Wash yourselves. . 
Come now, and let us reason to- 
gether. If you’re obedient you 
shall eat the good of the land: 
but if you refuse, avd you are re- 
fusing, you shall be devoured 
with the sword . . . there will be 
civil war once again in this land, 
for the mouth of the Lord hath 
spoken. 
For that is what this war really is— 
a world civil war. It is becoming clear- 
er every day, now in Yugoslavia and 
Greece, as formerly in Spain and 
China, the puppet kings dancing on 
the strings manipulated by the oil and 
steel barons of England and America 
and Holland, the squeaking little doll 
kings, the Savoys, the Bourbons, the 
mitred ghosts of medievalism, to hold 
down the Russian giant and the rising 
people of Europe. 
The Russians have not thought of 


themselves as religious. The Russians 
call themselves realists. But it is easy 
tc see that if God is reality and if the 
Russians have made contact with real- 
ity, then the Russians must be in con- 
tact with God and that therefore the 
Russians have of all people on the 
earth today come to the place where, if 
they sing and pray, their prayers and 
hymns can have real meaning. 

You of the Abyssinian Church have 
under the leadership of the Powells— 
father and son—grappled with the 
stern realities of the present moment 
and therefore you too put real meaning 
into your prayers and songs which, be- 
lieve me, must be a return to the Au- 
thor of this universe for some of the 
things he has to put up with, a return 
to the Author of the universe for some 
of the hypocrisy He has to listen to in 
many fine pulpits Sunday after Sunday. 

For what is God anyway? When do 
we meet him? When is he with us? 
When are we with him? When are 
we without him? 

First this: a religious question is a 
human question and the most pressing 
human question is the most pressing 
religious question. God is not a fool. 
He wouldn’t waste a word on a hungry 
child. He would feed the hungry child 
and talk afterwards. Yet God’s self- 
styled representatives are substituting 
lovely phrases for bread, for the im- 
mediate desperate needs of the mo- 
ment. God today is not in churches 
with a very few exceptions. God today 
hasn’t time for most churches. God is 
cut on the street, in the gutter, in the 
lowest places. He is where the hardest 
work is being done. He is where the 
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faces of children are being beaten in 
by Fascists.’ He is the cry of those chil- 
dren, And He is the courage in the 
hearts of anti-Fascist fighters “every- 
where, from Kharkov to Harlem. 

You have felt it when you have un- 
dertaken a tough job, have carried ‘it 
through and put everything you had 
into it, even if you haven’t succeeded 
as you would like to have succeeded, 
you have felt that that job somehow 
keyed into, meshed its gears into some- 
thing bigger; you have lost yourself in 
it and both you and it seem to become 
part of the whole work of creation. 
You lost yourself but you got yourself 
back bigger and better than ever. You 
gave up fun but you got back more fun 
than you ever thought you could have. 
It can be a small thing in itself and yet 
do that. It doesn’t have to be writing 
Shakespeare’s plays or even acting in 
Shakespeare’s plays. It may be a job 
in politics or in the kitchen or in the 
schoolroom. It may be a mere gesture 
of friendship, but you feel it when it 
clicks. That's the word you use. It 
clicks. It gears in. It becomes a part 
of a whole. It can never be lost. It is 
_a religious act. 

To put it in the language of the 
stage, the religious act picks up God’s 
cues and answers them without hesita- 

tion. God’s cues are the challenges of 
daily living. Even to sleep well is to 
answer the cue, “Come unto me all you 
who are weary and are heavy laden 
and I will give you rest.” To answer 
this cue it is necessary to throw away 
all personal responsibility for living, to 
throw the whole thing back in the lap 
of creation. That’s the way you sleep 
if you sleep religiously. You let go. 
Sleep happens to you. You don’t sleep. 
You are sleep. And so with every wak- 
- ing moment comes the cue which is 
yours to answer. ... But the answer is 
not al) yours. God is your prompter. 
Keep your ears open for his prompt- 
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ing. Whatever you do, do and Jet be 
done. | 
This is no hocus pocus. Every good 
worker or athlete knows it. The base- 
ball player who swings on the ball; the 
hockey player ranging down the ice, 
moving so fast your eye can scarcely 
follow. They are active, yes, but if 
they swing successfully, if they skate 
successfully, they are as relaxed as they 
are tense, they are as passive as they 
are active. Watch a cook who at last - 
has iéarned the inner secrets of the 
kitchen. No longer does she fuss and 
fume with her eye forever on the book. 
She has learned the ature of flour and 
sugar and butter. She masters her ma- 
terials, yes, but her materials master 
her too. She respects the special quali- 
ties, the flavor, the shortening and all 
the rest. In a very real sense she bows 
in reverence before the essence of 
vanilla which is the inner truth of a 
creative moment. She is creative, she 
is religious, she is living at the heart of 
reality. There is xo proud place for 
reality, there is no humble place for 
reality. Reality and religion are every- 
where that you want to meet them 
with your feet on the ground and your 
head above the stars. For this earth 
underfoot is a star underfoot; the 
leaves that fall from the trees fall up- 
ward to this star. We have gotten 
things all upside down. It is through 
our feet on the ground that we touch 
reality. It is when we eat the wheat 
which grows in the ground that we, 
like the wheat, put roots into the 
ground and live like the wheat in the 
ground, for we are nothing more and 
nothing less than a piece of the earth 
walking and talking and seeing and 
hearing and feeling and enjoying the 
earth out of which we came and prov- 
ing both in ourselves and in our Jesus, 
who is one of ourselves albeit the 
greatest of ourselves, proving I say the 
divinity of the earth, which is part of 


1943, 


what theologians call the Second Per- 


son of the Trinity. If only an infin- 
itesimal part of our natures is creative, 
think what that means. By so much, 
however small, we are of the nature of 
God. And this is indeed a great and 
abiding mystery which bends us low to 
think of at all. 

Today when the most pressing of 
our problems is the political and eco- 
nomic problem we must approach it in 
a religious manner if we are to solve it. 
What we're after is a decent world for 
our children. We must act. Yes, but 
we mustn’t rush at it like a mad bull 
and do the first thing that comes to 
mind. We must try to find the facts, 
nature of terrain, possible allies, and 
then we must coolly plan our strategy 
according to these facts and then act, 
changing tactics as facts change, keep- 
ing the end ever in view. “Give and 
take” is the watchword. Flexibility. 
Readiness to listen to that prompting. 
And then at the zero hour of action, 
unreckoning courage! 

It will be of no benefit to our chil- 
dren if we sacrifice ourselves foolishly. 
They won’t thank us for sentimental 
gestures. Our sacrifices must not be 
for the sake of proving our willingness 
to sacrifice. They must be effective. 
We'll need wisdom indeed to get out 
of the present world mess. Oceans of 
blood will be shed—there’s no doubt 
of that. The question is: will it all be 
in vain? My plea with you is: Don’t 
let the Fascists turn this war into arace 
war! Nothing would suit their purpose 
better. Not that God cares particular- 
ly or especially for the white peoples. 
God has no teacher’s pets in the 
schoolroom of his world. God would 
still have a world if the whites should 
kill themselves off. 

It will still be God’s world after it 
has ceased to be the white man’s bur- 
den. That’s not what I’m worrying 

about. I am stubbornly thinking of a 
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decent world for our children. And to 
let this war turn into a race war would 
be to play the enemy’s game. The 
enemy is not the white man as such, 
The enemy is the money profit game 
and those who play it, and there is a 
good chance that this war may end the 
profit game once for all. If we can 
concentrate on this enemy and whip 
him we shall thexz be in a position to 
solve our other problems. 

For instance, there are Protestant 
institutions in this city which own 
much property in Harlem, charge high 
rents which are collected by Jews so 
that the blame for extortion goes to 
the Jews and not to the Protestants 
where it should go. When things like 
this happen we are apt to forget that 
some of the best friends of the Ne- 
groes have been Jews—Leibowitz, the 
defender of the Scottsboro boys, Ser- 
geant Levy who defended the Negroes 
the other day in a Southern camp and 
was put in jail for it, Judge Jonah 
Goldstein who resigned from a New 
York bar association which denied 
membership to a Negro barrister. A 
terrible and immediate peril to our 
cities is the powerful propaganda to 
set Negroes against Jews. Open your 
eyes to this strategy. The same thing 
happened in Germany where similar 
financial powers (Protestant) when 
they foreclosed on smaller businesses 
used Jewish firms to perform this un- 
popular function, keeping themselves 
out of the picture. Thus the simple 
German people fell for the anti-Semi- 
tism which led the way to Nazism. 
They are trying the same trick here. 
We must not fall for it. 

There are a lot of “liberals” who 
make plenty of money these days being 
liberal on the radio and in newspaper 
columns. They make money on the 
theory that this war is a war against 
the Germans and the Japanese, a war 
between nations for national survival. 
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They serve Fascism by throwing a lib- 
eral smokescreen around every move 
it makes to betray democracy._ Every 
calculated attack on the people, every 
calculated support for the high and 
mighty they call mistakes. They know 
they are not mistakes. They know they 
are deliberate attempts to make slaves 
of the people, all colors of them. But 
if they told the truth they would lose 
their thousand dollars a week and so 
they practice a bit of expediency in 
their own way. They postpone the 
truth. And truth is the only thing you 
can’t postpone. To try that is only to 
hasten it, to make it whip back in your 
face with special urgency. 

I'm afraid these times call for a bit 
of meanness, a bit less sweetness and 
light, a bit less bowing and smirking 
to the human sharks and snakes that 
infest our life. This war is a war 
against rising man. The New Negro 
is marching shoulder to shoulder with 
his fellowmen. He is one with them. 
The New Negro is the New Worker, 
the.New World Maker, the New Man 
of God, the Realist. 

The enemy is irresponsible big busi- 
ness, one of the biggest being the 
Christian Church which is turning it- 
self into a public relations institute for 
oil and steel and plastics and alumi- 
num and so on. The Abyssinian 
Church does not belong to that Chris- 
tian Church. I am glad I belong to this 
church because you are mature here in 
your dealing with the problem of color 
as well as with the other problems of 
the day. Our church is part of the rem- 
nant saved out of the larger church the 
most of which is doomed and damned. 
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Your pastor does not believe in cover- 
ing up reality with phrases. God is not 
mocked here. God is revealed here. 
His wounds are uncovered. We see 
the sweat, the tragic face of defeat and 
torture and death. We see him work- 
ing in his world and dying. And we 
know we're alive in this Abyssinian 
Church and that’s enough for me. 

The Baptists under Roger Williams 
brought European Protestantism to 
maturity in America. Baptist congre- 
gations are not churches in the old 
world sense of the word church. The 
Baptist movement is an anti-clerical 
movement and when it stops being 
anti-clerical it stops being Baptist and 
joins the enemy. 

The Abyssinian Church has brought 
the maturity of Roger Williams one 
step further. Those so-called Christian 
churches which have such a devilishly 
precious sense of color are not mature. 
They are childish. Not childlike but 
childish. They are slipping. They are 
on the way out. We are on the way 
in. We belong to the future and the 
future belongs to us. Let us be of good 
cheer. 

This war is not national. This war 
is not racial. If we let it become na- 
tional or racial we are licked. It is 
more clearly than any war in history 
a war of the exploited against their ex- 
ploiters. Don’t be afraid of the word. 
Out with it. It is true. We didn’t make 
it. We don’t want a class world. We 
want a classless world. We fight for 
a world of class-blind and color-blind 
justice and we fight with a ruthless and 
wholly objective love whose passion 
will not be defeated. 
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In Fascism capitalistic institutions were able to triumph; in Communism they faced 
defeat. Yet both Italy and Russia were among the “weakest links’ in the chain of cap- 
italist nations. In each case, at a critical point the pendulum seems barely to have 


swung the way it did. 


RoBerT A. BRADY 
from Business as a System of Power 
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THE DAYS OF MAN 
By JOHN BALL 


—A brief history of economics. 


oo. AGO when the ways of the 
world were simpler and the busi- 
ness of getting rich had not been in- 
vented the family of man worked to- 
gether that together all might live and 
prosper. 


Now that was one day. It was hard 

and it was rough but it was on the 
level. So we may say that as days go 
this one was good. 


Came another day. The family of 
man grew to have many members. So 
tribes were set up. And some tribes 
got first to the best places. And these 
tribes became strong, and they took 
slaves from other tribes. And the 
second day was not so good. At least 
for the slaves. 


Day three dawned when the slaves 
became many and likewise became 
tired of being slaves. Also the owners 
found that all animals work better if 
they get an occasional break. So the 
slaves were made serfs. They did not 
wear chains but they went with the 
land, and they kept right on working 
for somebody else. None the less day 
three was a bit better. 


And man continued to multiply and 
to move out over all the earth, and to 
build for himself cities wherein he 
might dwell with shops and stores to 
make and sell. And because the own- 
ers wanted workers to labor in their 
shops and buy at their stores the ties 
that bound the serfs to the land were 
broken and the serfs became hands 
who traded labor for wages. Some- 
times it was good and sometimes it 
wasn’t. But it was another day. 


Now in time it came to pass that 
the owners possessed just about all the 
earth and the riches thereof. More- 
over, they discovered power and ma- 
chines and how to use these for labor. 
So the workers counted less and less. 
And that was what they got. Some- 
times they could not buy what they 
needed to exist. And that was ‘the 
afternoon of another day and it was 
getting dark. 


“What to do’, the workers said 
among themselves. “It is our work 
that has made of the world a wealthy 
place with plenty for all. Yet while 
the many lack the few have more than 
they can use. Let us say to the owners, 
please, will you pass the gravy. For» 
what is the good of being free with- 
out gravy.” 


“How you talk,” said the few. “We 
own the earth. It is ours by God and 
by law. If you don’t appreciate your 
freedom any more than that, we will 
see that you become slaves again.” 


So the owners invented Fascism. 
And they hired dictators to put chains 
back on the workers and to lock them 
up in totalitarian states. And the 
workers were supposed to take it, or 
else. And that was the night of the 
fifth day and it was black. 


The sixth day dawned red. For the 
workers began to get together and they © 
said ““Nix” to Fascism and to Fascists. 
“The earth is rich with wealth for all,” 
they said, “and we intend to share 
fairly in the fruit of our toil.” 


And it looks as if that is the way it 
will have to be for a day or so. 
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Back to purity ng 

In your editorial “Protestant Act of Humility’ (THE PROTESTANT—August-Septem- 
ber 1943) you have expressed the following thought which seems to me of the utmost 
importance: “Just as the Negro question is white so the Jewish question is Christian 
and is based upon a Christian arrogance which has no relation whatever to the Christian 
Gospel of Jesus. When this arrogance has been wiped out of Christendom then and 
then alone can an approach be made to the solution of the Jewish question.” 

. Being Jewish there are a few things I would like to add, if I may, because I believe 
they should be emphasized. 

Christians and Jews alike still have to learn that the life and death of Jesus of 
Nazareth are humbly to be accepted in their purity and greatness, without accusation on 
the one hand or misrepresentation on the other, without resort to politics. 

Jewish children should learn to feel that Jesus was a Jew and the fulfilment of 
Judaism. They should be brought up to sense the tragic mystery of the fate of the Jews, 
the mystery of their being involved the way they are in the crucifixion, without which 
Christ were not Christ and which nevertheless has been a stigma on the Jews and has 
held them crucified as a people for two thousand years. In all the pain of their crucifixion 
through the centuries that strange fate stands out, mysterious, misunderstood, reverently 
to be accepted. But not by the Jews alone. 

Christian children should be taught reverence toward that inscrutable destiny which 
made the Jews its instrument, because they were the bearers of the religion of the Prophets 
out of which alone Christ’s teachings could come forth. They should be taught that 
without the heroic fight of the Maccabees against Hellenistic Syria there would be no 
Christmas today. 

They should be told, which I am afraid they are not, of how Judas betrayed Christ 
because he was so sure that God would save Him from His terrible fate, and that then 
a ek would believe. “And when he saw what he had done he went and hanged 

zmself.” 

A lot, it seems to me, depends upon these things being taught, for only when the 
world fate of the Jews is truly felt by the Christians, will the Jews be able to see, without 
distortion, their own organic place in the history of mankind. And only when Christianity 
is altogether freed from resentment and regains its primeval purity of heart, can it be- 
come that imperative force of brotherhood and human solidarity which we will have to 
find if we are to survive. 

Mrs. H. MENDEL 
Toronto 


We are read to pieces 


Current issue of THE PROTESTANT is even better than the last. My copy has been in 
possession of five people already, and more will see it before it falls apart. 

Also want to compliment you on the feature editorial in the June-July issue, in which 
you showed with such clarity that the Counter-Revolution ‘is the continuation of the 
Counter-Reformation. The whole vital question becomes so easy to grasp when examined 
in this light. 

Lewis BootH, Chairman, 
Dayton Public Service League 


Keep wishing 

As you very well say in your editorial on President Roosevelt’s attack upon Drew 
Pearson, the course our government is following is not at all “mystifying”. Unhappily 
it does seem to be following a pattern all too clearly and evidently. Its dealings with the 
Vatican, Franco, with sinister figures from Hungary, Vichy France, Finland and most 
ominous of all from Hitlerite Germany are most alarming. That our arms will triumph 
we do not doubt. But we need more than cannon, bombs and heroic fighting men to 
defeat the slimy, treacherous scoundrels who are hard at work to wrest victory for 
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reaction out of defeat of its armies. I wish your magazine had a circulation of five 
million. 


Cai COYLE, 
Berwyn, Illinots 


50 year-old habit changed 


The writer has been reading the New York Times for about fifty years. As usual, 
he bought one this morning on his way to the office, but happened to read first in the 
current issue of your publication, received in this morning’s mail, what happened at the 
hands of The Times to the proposed ‘‘ad’” the Protestant Textbook Commission had 
offered to it for publication for pay, and the reason assigned for its rejection. 

It may interest you to know that in anger I tore up and threw away The Fimes, 
resolved never to read it again. I had read of suppressions of news, of hiding news 
items in back pages, of distorted and deceiving head-lines, all of which had their effect, 
but it was hard to part with something for which so long an attachment had existed; 
but your article was the last straw. 

I have stopped reading a paper whose heart does not beat for the common man 
whose number constitutes by far most of the world’s inhabitants. 


J. 8. W,, 
New York City 


Thank you, Mr. Jay 


It might interest you to know that I came across your excellent publication for the 
first time only a few days ago. And I was so thoroughly impressed with its vitality and 
brilliant substance that I prevailed upon several of my friends to subscribe along with me. 

I am a radio commentator here in Philadelphia and I also do a program every 
Monday, Wednesday and Friday evenings at 10:15 over WMAL (the Blue Network 
outlet) in Washington, D. C. This latter is called ‘““Wery Truly Yours’’ and consists of 
a series of open letters which I address to people in the news. 

Keep up the good work and rest assured that I will continue to promote the best 


interests of so valuable and forthright and forward looking a publication as THE 
PROTESTANT. 


NorMAN JAY 
Washington, D. C. 


Creeds can be nooses 


Katharine Salter, in a recent issue, says: “As I see it, creeds are at the core of most 
religious wars and inquisitions.” Surely we are entitled to at least two or three current 
examples of religious wars so far as the Protestant church is concerned. Such statements 
are not made on purpose to confuse, of course, but are due largely to the fact that other 
people are not as familiar with the subject as is the author. Creeds are things to tie to; 
creeds are guides. Otherwise, people in a church group would have a hundred different 
interpretations of the Bible, making confusion worse confounded. 

Our immigration laws were passed in self defense. Little is ever said against the 
deliberate, organized alienism in our midst; the determination of racial, social, political 
and church leaders to keep their people here from becoming thoroughly American. Wit- 
ness Hamtranck in the limits of Detroit—a Polish city, deliberately kept Polish. Will 
you see that changed when the war is over and Poland restored to independence? One 
wonders. Theodore Roosevelt said there was room for but one language here—English; 
and he could have added, room for but one loyalty—to the United States, for deliberate 
alienism tends to raise doubts of complete loyalty. Miss Salter says: “Our immigration 
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laws guaranteed that most of the people slated by the Axis for extermination in Europe— 
liberals and Jews—could be trapped with all hope of escape gone.” This is an example 
of the unwise and incorrect sweeping statements which only antagonize and never win. 
Those laws were passed in 1920 orel921, I believe, before the Axis was formed. They 
were passed for our protection and not out of indifference to the fate of liberals and Jews. 


J. W. HAMILTON 
Charlotte, N. C. 
[Mr. Hamilton is in fundamental agreement with Miss Salter. Creeds are things to tie 


to but things to tie to sometimes become things that tie down and tie up, producing 
arrogance rather than steadfastness; and arrogance breeds wars. Mr. Hamilton has a point 


with regard to the immigration laws. Their effect has been to limit the immigration of 
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liberals and to encourage the immigration of illiberal groups.—Ed.| 


Slinking evil 


I realize the persecution which is directed at you in publishing your periodical. But 
cringing and bowing to a self perpetuating and inflated oligarchy can only lead to a 
weak and decadent citizenry. 

By presenting this subject as you are in a “dignified and intelligent manner’, and 
in the spirit of the Christ, your work cannot be frustrated, neither can it fail. 

Evil has no power unless we fear it, and it slinks away before Truth. God protects 
the right. 

LEONARD V. WALKER 
Oakland, California 


* * * 


It is a pity that the Negro who so earnestly longs for freedom, knows so little about 
the one land on earth where all men are free. The anti-Russian, red-baiting propagan- 
dists in this country glory in this ignorance on the Negro’s part. They fear and fear 
rightly what he will do and demand when he learns the truth about a government and 
people that respect men on the basis of character, not color. 


When Hitler’s half-crazed armies thundered into the Caucasus region in southwestern 
Russia Negroes were in the ranks of the Red Army. They were not just itinerant 


soldiers of fortune who had come to the Soviet for adventure. They were men who had 


been born there and had lived on the land as long as Negroes have been in America. 

Negroes were brought to the Georgia section of the Caucasus about 300 years ago. 
This territory was then under the rule of Turkey. As in America, and at approximately 
the same time, Negroes were imported there to work on plantations as slaves. 

Tsar Alexander I drove the Turks from Russia around 1812, the same year America 
fought its second war of liberation. But the fate of the peasants, who were still slaves, 
was even worse than it had been under Turkish rule. Like their brothers in bondage in 
America, the slaves revolted many times. 

Many Negroes took flight into other parts of Russia to join the insurgent hordes who 
were eventually to win freedom for them all. Freedom came when in 1922 the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics became a reality. 

All. races are considered equal in the Soviet. There are no Jimcrow laws. Black men 
live, work, marry, raise their families, educate them and enjoy life as free men. They are 
measured by their worth, They can vote and be voted for. This is true for them in all 
of the Soviet... North, South, East and West. That's why Hitler met black men in the 


ranks of the Red Army. Pa an 2 
EV. BEN RICHARDSON 


—in THE PEOPLE’S VOICE 
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A REVIEW OF VITAL LITERATURE 


SOVIET CATHEDRAL 


Witp River, by Anna Louise Strong, Atlantic-Little Brown, $2.50. 


In Wild River, the story of the men and 
women who built the Dneiper Dam, Anna 
Louise Strong has written a moving novel 
which captures the human values of a 
people’s struggle to create a new society. 
Its story is, quite simply, the story of social- 
ism: that in changing society people change 
themselves. The Dneiper Dam, more than 
any other of the Soviet achievements, sym- 
bolized the hard and bitter but rewarding 
struggle towards the new values of the 
Socialist future. 

It was more than a great construction of 
concrete and steel that brought light and 
power and industry where there had been 
darkness and feudalism before. In building 
the Dam the Russian people transformed 
themselves as much as their countryside. It 
was this construction of people that formed 
the solid wall against which the Nazi on- 
slaught is battering itself in pieces. These 
new socialist people, and no others, could 
with their own hands destroy their most 
precious achievements knowing that in the 
most important sense these achievements 
could not be destroyed. The significance 
of the Dam for the men and women who 
built it to last a thousand years and blew it 
up ten years later in the path of the Nazi 
advance, as reflected in the lives of only a 
few of them, is the content of Miss Strong’s 
book. The characters themselves put it this 
way. Marin says to Stepan, superintendent 
of one of the Dneiper construction gangs: 

“The whole Soviet people will mourn it, 
but it must be especially hard on you. The 
dam was your life.” 

“Something more than my own life,” 
Stepan spoke calmly. ‘Each of us connects 
with the life of the world through some- 
thing. To you the dam was one achieve- 
ment of our vast country. But to me our 
country was the widening of the Dneiper 
Dam... . I'll blow it up with my own 
hands before I'll let Hitler use it to enslave 
our people. But I wish I could carry it 
stone by stone to the East.” 

A little later a young worker says to 
Stepan who is about to set off the fuse 
which will destroy the Dam: 

“Don’t take it so hard Comrade Super- 


intendent. When we come back, we'll build 
her again faster and better than before.” 

Stepan replies: 

“Faster? Certainly. Better? Maybe. But 
what we built you'll never build. What we 
built was built once only. We're not de- 
stroying it. It will never be destroyed.” 

TABITHA PETRAN 


THE FIGHTING FRENCH, by Raoul Aglion, 
Holt, New York, 315 pp., $3.00. 


When France, betrayed, fell in 1940, a 
book was closed in history. There is no 
doubt that Petain was the best trump played 
by German diplomacy, although the card is 
pretty well torn now. It is, therefore, logi- 
cal that de Gaulle’s epic of the renaissance 
of France, first as true and free from 
treason, then as fighting, then as a nation 
recovering dignity, is of equal importance 
with the epic of shame engineered by Laval 
and his co-worker, Petain. 

Dr. Aglion is a distinguished historian, 
professor of law, in charge of the important 
Delegation of Free France in New York, 
now representing the Committee of Na- 
tional Liberation. No one in America had 
closer access to sources. No one was better 
qualified to write a history of the Fighting 
French. 

Petain was ballyhooed into a myth of 
glory. The resistance of Verdun in the last 
war was ascribed to him, although he 
wanted to abandon the fortress, being then, 
as always, a defeatist. Son of a poor farmer, 
whose ancestors eked out a miserable living 
under the Ancient Regime of the kings of 
France, he hated the French Republic, and 
in order to betray her, collaborated in fact 
with the Germans before the armistice, by 
softening, disarming, disrupting, discourag- 
ing the French army which, under his rule, 
became an antiquated machine. The only 
praise I can give the French Monarchy is 
that it would have left Petain a sergeant 
and, later, a pensioner of the Old Soldiers’ 
Home, unable to do harm to many. 

Petain’s regime was characterized by 
cowardice, illegality, treason, and honeyed 
duplicity. His government intrigued to the 
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utmost against America, while recognizing, 
even before Pearl Harbor, that the two 
great adversaries in this war are Hitler and 
Roosevelt. The allies were betrayed, as 
Aglion shows, in Indo-China (to help 
Japan begin her war), in Madagascar (to 
win the war for Japan in the Indian 
Ocean), in Saint Pierre and Miquelon 
where the so-called “Free French’ stopped 
the betrayal of British and American con- 
voys, in Syria where the road to the Middle 
East was going to be opened to unite the 
German army to the Japanese over con- 
quered India, at Dakar, and in the French 
West Indies which were held for future 
action against America. 


Indeed, this treachery towards the United 
States, not emphasized sufficiently, perhaps, 
by the author of this book, is one of the 
most shameful deeds of Vichy. The betray- 
ets of France disparaged the importance of 
the American effort to win the war. For 
years they tried to play up the strength of 
the Italian army and navy, and to play 
down Russian possibilities. 

French Protestants are a minority. Their 
role has been less spectacular than that of 
some Roman Catholic ecclesiastics, but they 
were among the first who resisted actively. 
None of them, to our knowledge, are among 
those who betrayed. Some were among the 
deceived, at first. The ordinary people, the 
descendants of the Huguenots in the moun- 
tains, saw the light before the upper bour- 
geoisie. That was the case generally in 
France. The rank and file of the Protestant 
ministry has been above reproach and bet- 
ter. Names cannot be given here. The list 
of martyrs called hostages is long enough. 

Needless to say, M. Aglion’s book is well 
written, clear, and authoritative. The story 
of Bir Hacheim and of the Libyan cam- 
paigns is masterfully told. The only error 
we find is on page 280 where it is stated 
that the North African Jews were there for 
nearly three centuries. It should be ‘‘about 
350 years.” We do not quite agree with the 
explanation of Algerian anti-Semitism as a 
native problem. The Arab point of view 
has been injected into the question by the 
Germans and their friends. Algerian anti- 
Semitism is a German booby-trap. 

Since France is the only bridgehead for 
democracy in continental Europe, and be- 
cause Fighting France is true France, yester- 
day, today, and tomorrow, Aglion’s book 
must be read, and can be trusted. 


JOHN A. F, MAYNARD 
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FREE CHINA’s New DEAL, by Hubert 
Freyn, Macmillan Company, 277 pp., 
$2.50. 


Of the many recently published books on 
China, none has been quite so analytical as 
Mr. Freyn’s latest addition. The author is an 
accredited economist with a nose for figures 
and he spent seven years in China gather- 
ing them. They are scattered through his 
narrative as the stars in the milky way. The 
book pertains only to what is commonly 
known as Free China, viz., the fifteen prov- 
inces under the present control of the Cen- 
tral ‘Government at Chungking. The re- 
gions occupied by the Japanese and those 
under the control of the Chinese Commu- 
nists are only sparingly referred to. 


China’s land problem has always been 
difficult and involved. Mr. Freyn says ‘““The 
population had far outgrown the means of 
subsistence, on the known level of agricul- 
tural technique.” But he has evidently ig- 
nored the conclusive discredit brought upon 
the Malthusian theory by earlier acknowl- 
edged authorities, such as Henry George, 
who declared that the “injustice of society, 
not the niggardliness of nature, is the cause 
of want and misery which the current 
theory attributed to over population.” Mr. 
Freyn adds that “the peasants on account of 
their poverty were at the mercy of the land- 
lords’, though surely poverty does not usu- 
ally precede exorbitant taxes and corrupt 
share crop methods. 

Free China needs goods, not money and 
paradoxically finds through the huge loans 
recently advanced by the United States and 
Great Britain that she has more foreign 
credits than she can use. The problem of 
applying foreign credits to domestic ex- 
penditures has been unique. Dr. H. H. 
Kung, Vice-Premier and Finance Minister, 
tried to solve it by inviting the Chinese 
people to invest their money in foreign 
funds. By so doing he hoped to syphon off 
from circulation at least one-quarter of the 
note issue. But the Chinese people did not 
rush to buy these new “‘gold’’ certificates 
bearing 3 or 4 per cent interest and backed 
by U. S. credit, because there remained 
other methods of increasing income in the 
face of rising prices. Mr. Freyn admits that 
“As long as commodities and manufactures 
are available for speculative purposes 
without serious risk, unpatriotic owners of 
capital will continue to prefer the larger in- 
come.” Thus in China as elsewhere the 
spectre of ‘‘free enterprise” raises its head. 
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Mr. Freyn believes Free China will even- 
tually “absorb” communist controlled areas 
without further internal strife because he 
sees no fundamental difference between the 
economic organizations of these two con- 
trolled parts of China. All the Communist 
Party has to do is to renounce “‘its outdated 
stand for territory, and an army of its own’, 
and then quite possibly it will become 
“superfluous”. 

Aside from these rather naive deduc- 
tions, Mr. Freyn’s book will make an ex- 
cellent source of reference for students in 
search of reliable statistical information 
available on “Free China’s New Deal.” 


EDWARD DREW GOURLEY 


STALWART SWEDEN, by Joachim Joesten, 
Doubleday Doran, 215 pp., $2.50. 


Sweden is a country that most people 
have admired and commended. But, today 
they are troubled by its attitude in the pres- 
ent tragic conflict. Sweden enjoys democ- 
racy and peace because it was won after 
struggle by many peoples at great cost. To- 
day other countries are paying a staggering 
price in blood, sweat, and tears that democ- 
racy and peace may be extended to all man- 
kind. Meanwhile Sweden has sat, and con- 
tinues to sit on the fence. She lends no 
hand even to her twin sister Norway, who 
is being ravished, but leans towards the 
ravisher; and reaps high profits from iron 
and other products in commerce with the 
enemy. One thinks of the Hebrew Prophet 
Amos who, under similar circumstances, 
cried out: ‘“Woe unto them that are at ease 
in Zion.” This whole deplorable story is 
well told by the author, a lover of Sweden, 
who until recently had lived there many 
years. 

CLIFTON MACON 


PETAIN, VERDUN TO ViIcHY, by Francis 
Martel, E. P. Dutton & Co., 226 pp., 
$2.50. 


Francis Martel was a successful business 
executive in France until the outbreak of 
World War II, who has managed to get out 
of France. He has known Henri Philippe 
Petain for most of his life, in fact from 
boyhood when Major Petain used to come 
to his house. He has watched him with a 
critical eye through the long years interven- 
ing. In this book he gives us with forcible 
logic the benefit of his closeups. He draws 
a portrait with devastating precision. His 
verdict is this: 


A REVIEW OF VITAL LITERATURE 47 


‘“Petain betrayed France with premedita- 
tion and persistence and with no shadow of 
remorse. The oldest and most renowned 
of her living heroes, he has proved also the 
oldest and most notorious of those who de- 
liberately plotted her ruin. And his sharp- 
est punishment may well be, should his life 
endure so long, the sight of the long lines 
of French warriors, united behind leaders 
whose faith has never wavered, marching 
once again beneath the Arc de Triomphe 
and resurrecting, in the name of their fath- 
ers who sleep forever at Verdun, the name 
and the honor of the fair land of France.” 


LAWRENCE FERNSWORTH 


AscENT To ZIon, by S. Arthur Devan. 
Macmillan, New York, 1942, 251 pp., 
$2.50. 


Intriguing chunks of information con- 
cerning the Apostolic Age of Christianity, 
and the Reformation, are incidental. to the 
central theme of this book which is an ob- 
jective history of Worship from antiquity 
to the present. “Worship’’, says Dr. Devan, 
who is Director of the General Commission 
on Army and Navy Chaplains, “is man’s 
everlasting reply to the mystery of exist- 
ence.” A scholarly treatment of emerging 
art, music and architectural forms, in rela- 
tion to worship. 

Although the author makes no vain obla- 
tion to priestcraft, he remembers that the 
Most Perfect Prophet worshipped both on 
a mountain summit and in the synagogue. | 

In this most destructive of all ages, we 
need a Point of Reference beneath which 
every race and nation, as well as every in- 
dividual, is judged and found wanting. 

“Oh come let us worship and bow down, 
let us kneel before the Lord our Maker’, 
cties an ageless Hebrew poet. Ascent to 
Zion masterfully examines man’s long, slow 
historic answer to this Divine Invitation. 


JOHN IrvING DANIEL 


THE War AGAINST Gop, by Carl Carmer, 
Holt, 261 pp., $2.75. 


Few people know or care that the present 
world conflict is fundamentally a war 
against God. Hitler, Mussolini, and Hiro- 
hito are only division commanders. In. a 
real sense they are the scapegoats pro- 
claimed by the ignorant, complacent, eva- 
sive multitude. The author having caught 
the truth of this matter has gone to work 
on it vigorously. After his introduction he 
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lets others speak. First, the aggressors, Hit- 
ler leading off, then Alfred Rosenberg, he 
who emitted the thirty propositions against 
God and the Church, which is perhaps the 
‘prize expression of blind arrogance (in 
caps) the world has heard. After these and 
a few lesser folk have been quoted he turns 
to the other side, and brings on, in the form 
of well written papers, a valiant array of 
God’s veterans. Among these papers two 
are outstanding: Russell W. Davenport’s 
“Truth for Our Time’, and Pearl Buck’s 
“Can the Church Lead?” The book is a 
truly awakening call and should do great 
good. 
CLIFTON Macon 


THE CHILD’s RELIGION IN WARTIME, 23pp. 
$.10. 


The Child’s Religion in Wartime was 
published May 3, 1943 by the Federal 
Council of Churches, 297 Fourth Avenue, 
New York City, for the guidance of par- 
ents. This 24-page pamphlet should be 
especially helpful to mothers whose hus- 
bands have entered the service. 

Here the question is raised: “What hap- 
pens to the child’s religion in wartime?” 
In the answers lie the future both of the 
Christian home and the Christian church, 
and the pamphlet contains a wealth of sug- 
gestions which every parent, especially 
every mother should read. 

The pamphlet may be obtained at 10¢ 
a copy from the Federal Council of 
Churches, lots of ten or more copies 7¢ 
each, lots of one hundred or mote, 5¢ each. 

The pamphlet is highly recommended, 
and every church school should help to 
place it in every Christian home in America 
where there are children. 


CONRAD MEYER 


ANTI-SEMITISM THE VOICE OF FOLLY AND 
FANATICISM, by Rev. Amos I. Dushaw, 
The Tolerance Press, 116 pp., $1.50. 


The Jews encountered their greatest hard- 
ships in the present stage of the “Problem” 
when Christians reverted to the pagan con- 
cepts of “Race and Blood”. Before, the 
hardships of the Jew were due to religious 
causes. 

The author is in harmony with the theory 
of THE PROTESTANT that anti-Semitism is 
a Christian sin; he calls it ‘the Shame of 
Christendom’. 
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Dr. Dushaw suggests two solutions: 
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(1) For Christians to discover the Re-— 
ligion of Jesus as found in the Sermon on ~ 


the Mount, and to live by it. 


(2) When the war is over, the United 


Nations should make it possible for Jewish 


victims of European intolerance—or for as 


many as may wish to do so—to settle in a 
National Homeland in Palestine. 


Both Christians and Jews will find this a — 


timely and helpful book. 
CONRAD MEYER 


My Favorire AssAssIN, by George W. 
Herald. Vanguard Press, $1.00. 


This slender book contains what is per- — 


haps the most dramatic human document 


of World War II. No reviewer should at- — 


atempt to synopsize the story which the au- 
thor tells in a moving yet simple and almost 
factual manner. The reader will discover 
for himself that Herald’s meeting with the 


murderer of Walther Rathenau in the silent — 


desert of Libya is one of those gripping ex- 
periences much stranger than even Somerset 
Maugham at his best could concoct. It is 
life itself that, flowing from Berlin and 
Paris to converge at Fort Flatters, reaches a 
climax that you will never forget. 


JOSEPH BRAININ 


BOOKS RECEIVED 


HarRIET TUBMAN, by Earl Conrad, Asso- 


ciated Publishers, $3.25. 


You ARE THE ADVENTURE, by J. Allen 
Boone, Prentice-Hall, $2.50. 


THE FRuits oF Fascism, by Herbert L. 
Matthews, Harcourt, Brace & Co., $3.00. 


Maxim LITVINOFF, by Arthur Upham 


Pope, L. B, Fischer, $3.50. 


SEE Wuat I MEAN!, by Lewis Browne, 
Random House, $2.50. 


THE War oF NATIONAL LIBERATION, 
War-time addresses of the Soviet Pre- 
mier, International Publishers, $.75. 


THE War OF NATIONAL LIBERATION, 
A second collection of the war-time ad- 
dresses of the Soviet Premier, Interna- 
tional Publishers. $.75. ! 


THE PROBLEM OF INDIA, by R, Palme Dutt, 


International Publishers, $1.50. 


SovieTs Ports AND PoEtry, by Alexander i 
Kaun, Univ. of Calif. Press, $2.50. 


